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fu »rm $1 (tarn tft amft $ fan $ fa >m tmn (fawn ai ar ft vnt wt (fa 

Separate paging is given to this Part in order that it may be filed as a separate compilation 


«rm II — pi 3 — Pt-opn* (li) 

PART II— Section 3 — Snb-section (II) 

(run ftwmn aft tfrjarr) drew oramt a? ftananff sffa ((fa ma «fa Tvrraftf aft faw) 
atoffa HTftrarrfaft im ainft fatf nt* fftfafsr* aniw aftr 

Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Government of iniia 
(other than the Ministry of Defence) by Central Authorities 
(other than the Administrations of Union Territories) 


ftfatfad (rfatrtwa 

(vtfw ftk irrrmfftvt *prrv faint) 

af fa4i , 6 TJTTftr, 1976 

VSTo WTo 269 J. — TISJTPd, ftfrETR % OTJ*#T 309 % 
TTTJfi' vftT OTplVsT 14 8 ft * 4 1 r; ( 5 ) 03 <1 9 4 x 1 9 l TT OTfiT 
4 <4 jjrr, TOT 'H 1 ■’xiiw ftOTTftOT v \ <. '•f'ai Ik M 1 *1 ft p'll s>tft hi 
nrfaTf % #j Jr, Ptottw ftk T^rarmlffTT ft Trrwft ^rft ft 
tvtrj ftrftr fftfar ftwT (wwt) fftww, 1964 ft sftr ftvffHw 
X' 74 ft fftrx Pi .4 Pi da 4 Pi 49 adrift .i , vrwfx) .- ■ - 

1, (l) farftf (IT TOT ftwftw fftfftlT ftOT (WTTTW) 

ijftftr ^nrfftnr Pi 4 4 , 1976^1 

( 2) ft THW ft OTFTOTT ftf OTTpJ (ft OTTxT $fw I 

2 . ftwfPr fftfar wot (nm«i) Piott, i964 % Pott is 
ft TT-Pl 9 H ( 1 ) ftt dd P 144 ft OTT ( I ) ft 1FT ft ^JW. WWOTfftxT 

(x'J I 41 1 TT J| I, 14^7 

(w) IT WTT R«TT 'JR WOTlfftW HFS (I) ft, — 

(i) ottPott ftn ft, ‘ftftr dnwx{ ftft KRTOftt tt, 

ftt wtttt 3ttt fftPrfe: fftnr ^rnr” vr*ftf tt ftftr 

fftOT xi 1 " 7 1 1 ; 


(ii) ferr 3 ft ftft tt, PinTHPaB Pott tot 
OTTOT, nT«rftj;: — 

Pt ,J H IJ l 3 4i pi I ftft TTfiTTl WWW ftt, ftt T^fft 
ft $■ fftftt ftOT OT £ OT fttf TT 8W TTTT^T $, 
fftftr OTT ftrfOTT WOT OT TT TT Pl^fli fftdl OTOT 
OTft wrrft w ot*t ft otIPt wf fft w ■COT'ft 
"PTft ftt wftOT ftt OTTrftV l”, 

(*t) OTTTT TOT 5T. ft W iff. 9 OTR (I) fftnft OTWftT 
OTTft feOTW vft- OTft | ft TVOTTJ fftOTfftlOTT iJUr OTT: 
totIott fftrr otctot, 3 T«rfar ; — - 

(ii) fftftt ftOT TT, OT OTJf T1 OTTOT OTTf TT ft 
WfOTfOTt fttf TT OTTW Vrft OTOT, ^T ^ WTOTft 
ftOTTT ^ft TOTT ft ftr WTOTT JTTT W OTOTT fft%r 
fftOT OTIT, TTot T p TTOTfi TTJtT ft^T fftwft 

OTT WITT WOT% ft OTT ft fft fWd'-l i iff 

41 fil'd ftt OTift fftrrcra ft otot ftr ?i ’;r otit 
TOTfftrr ft jft ot wwft wfar fti g> wot aft wrrft 
ITTT T^ OT Ton TTOT rfr OTtft OTT ft OT WTft 
fOTT ft fftftt TOTT ft OTT ft OT fftfti OTT 
OT% ft OTT ft OTfTT iff | 

[ftw 11013/19/7 s-OTw(ri)] 

OTTTo fttc TfOTT, OTTT wfrr 
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CAB1NET SECRETARIAT 


*nf® s)o 41° rU) mffa 30 -G -72 % ruNt t?i ’if topit: RA^fi 
Hto fo TORT, URo RRo 5TE nqo uR o fn'oR tf) 

TT^J'J’r tTTft> *)o hvnR) eftv; ^70 ttro Sr) % TT RRRl RfuTOTt T 


(Department of Personnel and Administrative Reforms) 

New Delhi, the 6th July, 1976 

S.O. 2691.— In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
proviso to article 309 and clause (5) of article 148 of the 
Constitution and after consultation with the Comptroller and 
Auditor General in relation to persons serving in the Indian 
Audit and Accounts Department, the Piesident hereby makes 
the following rules further to amend the Central Civil Services 
(Conduct) Rules, 1964, namely 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Central Civil Services 
(Conduct; Third Amendment Rules, 1976, 

(2) They shall come into force from the date of their 
publication in the Official Gazette. 

2. Sub- rule (1) of rule 18 of the Central Civil Services 
(Conduct) Rules, 1964, shall be re-numbered as clause (1) 
thereof and — 

(a) ir clause (i) as so re-numbered, — 

(i) in the opening paragraph, the words “and there- 
after at such intervals as may be specified by the 
Government" shall be omitted ; 

{ii) for Note 3, the following Note shall be substi- 
tuted, namely : — 

"Note 3, — Where a Government servant already 
belonging to a service or holding a post is 
appointed to any other civil service or post, he 
shall not be required to submit a fresh return 
under this clause”,; 

(b) alter clause (i) as so re-numbered (including the 

Notes thereto), the following clause shall be inserted, 
namely : — 

“(ii) Every Government servant belonging to any 
service or holding any post included in Group A 
or group B shall submit an annual return in such 
form as may be prescribed by the Government in 
this regard giving full particulars regarding the 
immovable property inherited by him or owned 
or acquired by him or held by him on lease or 
mortgage either in his own name or in the 
name of any member of his family or in the 
name of any other person." 

[No. 11013/1 9 /75-Estts(A)] 
R. C. GUPTA, Under Secy. 


f^TTT RWffJR 

(ttwto tfh: Prom) 

Rf fowft, 11 Sjq, 1976 

WTRATT 

TO° WTO 26 9 2. — RTR-TT RfErfRRR, 1961 

( 1 96 1 TO 4'j) UTTT 2 W* ( 44 ) % WT (iii) 

am vrfwrt to gtffn jr, tor «ft Rtf fto 
RR 11 TOtf rT, 4ft ®Ek)r rttot f tttotIrr 
wfimCr rrt wfuTiqu f tt Rfttrof) stfripfi 
TO RtfhT AT*! T hi v v, * rfi ^ I 

2. I Ra 1083 (Too 404/ 103/75 Rrfo 4)o 

4)«) Rlffiff 17-9-1975, Ro 416 (TO° R° 404/l28/73 Rlfo 
€to 4)o tf)o n 1 /i «i 9-7-7 3 xftr R o 130 (TO° Ro 404/235/72 


TOT if TOf-RTT R^R TT7T Rt) RPYt tT TOR) & I 

3- q? RftpjRRT i 4t RTf° fY° ^Rpff *ftT RRo kPlf 

if TT T^/fT RfstTOd) if RR TOR-RTT RTR TTrT RTTpT TT 

Rpf) I 

[#o 1354 (TO® Ro 404/4l/7 6-tnf otflo )] 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue and Banking) 

New Delhi, the 11th June, 1976 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 2692. — In erercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
clause (iii) of clause (44) of section 2 of the Income-tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby authorises 
S/Shri I. D, Nebhani and K. M. Sharma who are Gazetted 
Officers of the Central Government, to exercise the powers 
of Tax Recovery Officers under the said Act. 

2. The appointments of S/Shri V. K. Gupta, M. S. Rajoria 
and N. L. Mittal made in Notification No. 1083 F. No. 404/ 
103/75-TTCC dated 17-9-1975 No. 416 (F. No. 404/128/73- 
ITCC) dated 9-7-73 and No. 130 (F. No. 404/235/72-1TCC) 
dated 30-6-72 respectively are cancelled with effect from the 
date S/Shri I. D. Nebhani and K. M. Sharma take over charge 
as T.R.Os. 

i3. This Notification shall come into force with effect from 
the date S/Shri T. D. Nebhani and K. M. Sharma take over 
charge as T.R.Os. 

[No. 1354 (F. No. 404/41/76-JTCC)] 
qf fcTO), 19 TOT, 197 6 

WTR-TOC 

TOo WTo 2693— RTR-TT flftrfqRR, 1961 (l961 

TO 43) ^ STITT 2 qpiT ( 44 ) % 3 WT (iii) 

5TTT TPTO VliRiUf TO RRtR TT^ JT, %Rf)R RTTOT R) P?T° 
fror qi), TOT RTTOT % TT'tPlfhff vlsraifl RRT RfsrfRRR 

% vttfln tt Rspii Rfhrofl" 'ft viftaq) to ttrIr toD % fbrtf 
w ithpci TtH) |[ I 

2. Rl[ v f ‘i p't -i r sf) tr o i^r o [h u « if qrr q n rrfsrro 0 
WJ % TO^-RTT il (S'R Hr * 4 v) nifl<a (TtRt 1 

[RO 1360 (TOO Ro 404/89/7 6-Wlf o €)o fi)o Tfto)] 
q)o tffo flinoi , tot Rfror 


New Delhi, tho 19th June, 1976 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 2693.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
clause (iii) of clause (44) of section 2 of the Income-tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby authorises 
Shri S. S. Thind, who is a Gazetted Officer of the Central 
Government, to exercise the powers of Tax Recovery Officer 
under the said Act. 


2. This Notification shall come into force with effect from 
the date Shri S. S. Thind takes over the charge of Tax 
Recovery Officer. 

[No. 1360 (F. No. 404/89/76-1TCC] 
V. P. MITTAL, Dy. Secy. 
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(wffal m) 

q£ 6 3JBT& 1970 

HCTo WT° 2694. — ^'++l0 ftFffltW wTtrf^T^TR', 1949 
( 1949 TT 1 o) # KBIT 53 BRT 5TTrT qqqqpT qRB gtr 

%vjfar tuque , frsrr fat wre ^forr qfi fimftir qe qqqartT 
*frf4?T qn# frftr q^ft arwrf, 1976 tUtutu ghee 30^q, 1978 
q-h eBrrqr qrjy wqftr V ntera — 

(qr) q^qM-rqq qr) ukt 10 qft stort (i)^rqpw (q) 
% w? (i) qffa (ii) % qqsptr 4tq ftrer qqif % 
h 1 h 4) 4 qjq qq> h r j | Biff (if *1 ji#J cw Bp 4 

^Tq'tr ipfaq qqq qq nm qq »rfwff bto ftdf 
qfa qq jrftrqti *fr% g, sfrfar qqq:ft qfsrfqqq lass 
( 1 9 5 a qn 1 ) % wtftq qqr qqffaqr qqqq) faq 
fqqq far°” p fq^viq. ?[; qftr 

' ( 5 ) qfafqqq Pt OTTT 1 9 qft qqUTTT ( 3) % qqtpg 

4f4 ffat? qqrf %■ ftWi qqr rpj q$f$fq q?t qqr 
fq; a qvp ifaq % qqtjq; "ftfaqr Bur fqqq 

fq°” % w hpci quq qq qfaqsr qnq 1 1 



w qq qm 

1. 

fhjTT ^6 *nq; tiftqr 

2. 

4qr wre rfirar 

3- 


4. 

ijqtqrra r^rr 

5. 

ff, , , , , * „ . 

6 

jjqrtis afar wrq; itfaqT 

7. 

*4 *1 M I'-fa 

8. 

qqrFTq. 4(tK|e^ 

9. 

firiffe 4qr 

10. 

^qt^qr 


[tfa trqio 13 / 3 / 76 -qo tffa] 
54farw *p[r, qqqqfqq 


(Banking Wing) 

New Delhi, the 6th. July, 1976 

S.O, 2694. — In c.\ci'cise of the powers conferred by section 
53 of the Bunking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the 
Central Government, on the recommendation of the Reserve 
Bank of India, hereby declaics that, during the period com- 
mencing on the 1st July, 1976 and ending with the 30th 
June, 1978 — 

(a) the pjovisions of sub-clauses (i) and (ii) of clause (c) 
of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the said Act 


shall not apply to the undermentioned banks in so 
fai as the said piovisions prohibit the said banks 
from being managed by persons who are directors 
of the Agricnltuial Finance Corporation Ltd., a 
company registered under the Companies Act, 1956 
(1 of 1956); and 

(b) the provisions of sub-section (3) of section 19 of the 
said Act shall not apply (o the undermentioned banks, 
in so far as the said provisions prohibit the said 
banks from holding shares in the said Agricultural 
Finance Corporation Limited. 


Sr. No. 

Name of the Bank 

1. 

Cenliul Bank of India 

2. 

Bank of India 

3. 

Punjab National Bank 

4. 

Bank of Baroda 

5. 

United Commercial Bank 

6. 

United Bank of India 

7. 

Union Bank of India 

8. 

Bank of Maharashtra 

9. 

Syndicate Bank 

10. 

Dena Bank. 


[No. F. 13-3/76-AC] 
H. K. GUHA, Under Secy. 


qq° wto 20 9 s . — tfaPr tmfNr 4qr qftifqqq, 1976 
( 1 976 qq 2 1 ) # trm 11 qfr qqwRi ( 1 ) wm mrq qfqqf pt 
aqfq qrr^ |tr %qr)q tuqre r 4t imur qqt qrfarar *rr srFRqrfqq 
11 iwi F r i a 1 qp, h r :i s Nr qq srsq^T fqzjrp qrtvf) ^ qqr 0 1 f, 

197b t STRq (jfaR 3lfwRR, 1976 qff qqpq $fa qirfUBtfEr 

qfl qq qqftt % qq q fquffeq <t> <,41 (> fan 4 sff ipipn' 

«ti Frd r % rr Sf pt 4 qt^r i 

[4° tnpo 4-79/75 ttf qfo ( 4 )] 
jffo WTTo fswm, qq nf^w 


S.O. 2695. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1J of section 11 of the Regional Rural Banks Act, 
1976 (21 oi 1976), the Cential Government hereby appoints 
Shj-i Ganesh Chandra Kalita as the Chairman of the Prag- 
jyotish Gaonlia Bank, Nalbari and specifies the period com- 
mencing on the 6th July, 1976 ending with the 31st 
December, 1976 as the period for which the said Shri Ganesh 
Chandra Kalita shall hold office as such Chairman. 

[No. F. 4-79/75-AC (1V)J 

C. R. BISWAS, Dy. Secy. 
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RESERVE BANK OF INDIA 

New Delhi, the 6th July, 1976 


UKrfla irFtrfipTrr, 1934 % w-jo <«i 4 197 a % Frit 4 rd rjtttt gtf urth % faff rrerr 

S.O. 2696 . — An Account pursuant to the Reserve Bank of India Act, 1934, for the week ended the 4ih day of June, 19 76 

rs 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 


*77 

*77 'trrfrfml 

*77 

Liabilities 

Rs. 

Rs. Assets 

Rs. Rs. 

Notes held in the Banking 19,81,66,000 

‘| H 77 f^i 44, ! Cl < ^f -1 4 4" ■ — — 

Gold Coin and Bullion < 


Department 
tfatTd 4 dl4 


(■*) '*TTTT 7 373T 
(a) Held in India 

182,52,51,000 

Notes In circulation 

7180,54,56,000 

(ty) WT*7 % *Tf[* *t3T g5TT 



— 

(b) Held outside India 


'TT'ft fa 4 fat ("7 ale 

Total notes issued 


fafafl nfirfl[fuaT 

7200,36,22,000 Foreign Securities 

371,7 3,97,000 



511? 

Total 

*7*1 77 pH44'l 

Rupee Coin 
’TTTT ff*77* # *771 

554,26,48,000 

10,64,40,000 


S'fa’jforr 

Government of India Rupee 6635,45,34,000 

Securities 

tuft factor fatr sto ijtrc 

TTfi’NT-'ra' 

Internal Bills of Exchange and 
other commercial paper 


77TTff 

jtt tnfatTt 


Total Liabilities 

7200,36,22,000 Total Assets 

7200,36,22,000 

fyrtyr 9 ^7, 1976 



Dated the 9lh June, 1976 


R. K. HAZARI, Dy. Governor 


4 ^r, 1 9 7 6 Rroffar f\^i4 t^rnr % TTtnrrrpT tt [44 <vi 

Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department as on the 4th June, 1976 

irnrrff *ni rtm 

Liabilities Rs. Assets 


■^"Firr 'pfl 
Capital Paid up 
ttirfspr ffffLr 
Reserve Fund 
Tit^far ffPr ^irtrr 
(yb^n-fK str^a) farfu 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions) Fund 

=ti u i (farffanvi) Urffer 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 

tfaftfw 4JHJT (’fH ! R? : frTRT4a) fafu 
National Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) 
Fund 


tfte 

5,00,00,000 Notes 

*74 TT fiWFT 

150,00,00,000 Rupee Coin 
wter Ft i 
Small Com 

334,00,00,000 stir firr 

Bills Purchased and Discounted : — 

(4t) 47ft 

140.00. 00.000 (a) Internal 

(r») Mvft 

(b) Extcnral 

(a) UTtrrft wit fair 

390.00. 00.000 (c) Government Treasury Bills 

PwiiT 4 Ttjr gvi toptf 
Balances Held Abroad 


*74 

Rs. 


19,81,66,000 

6,38,000 

3,24,000 


116,05,81,000 


317.37.19.000 

1221.72.49.000 
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777k 777 3fTf«T7l 777 

Liabilities Rs. Assets Rs. 


aPTTCTfw ' — 

Deposits ; — 

( r ) trmfr 

(a) Government 

(i) kkk rttttt 

(ii) Central Government 

(ii) nm tR# 

(ii) State Governments 

(tr) fa 

(b) Banks 

( i ) 'Uffkr TTfam 

Scheduled Commercial Banks 

(ii) wpjfsrr 7m rr^Tfr 7*7 
Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

( iii ) (it wTtrRTcT mm?) f % 
Non-Scnedulod Slate Co-operative Banks 

(iv) sw fa 
Other Banks 


( 7 ) tp-tr 
(e) Others 

kr fan 
Bills Payable 

*rt kmrtr 

Other Liabilities 


W7 

Rupees 


50.18.39.000 

12.39.14.000 

677.15.07.000 

33.12.53.000 
1,70,21,000 

93,98,000 


1876,22,52,000 

90,86,49,000 

897,34,05,000 


fakir 

Investments 235,01,64,000 

ter rYt trftnr 
Loans and Advances to 

(i) kkfa ox+k k 

Central Government 

(ii) TFrtT *t vf r 1 71 77 

State Governments 222,40,78,000 

7571 trVr kkr — 

Loans and Advances to - 
(i) tFTtjfard TTfam tfkf kr 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks 892,02,46,000 

(ii) xrt tra^i 7l ifkf 77 

State Co-operative Banks 125,29,45,000 

(iii) tY 

Others 42,85,93,000 

xr^k ?fa 7577 (kRiirrak trrkr) faftr it 
tcr, wfipr ttk fakir 

Loans, Advances and Investments from National 
Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) 

Fund 

(f) nk trftpr . — 

(a) Loans and Advances to : — 

(i) 7-R1- rrwrrr kf 

( 1 ) Slate Governments 75,77,53,000 

(ii) trt Rg+ik kni kr 

(ii) Slate Co-opcralivo Banks 13,03,01,000 

( iii ) kfak 'ijfarartjTr afart kt 

(iii) Central' Land Mortgage Banks 

( iv ) $rfa yrfafT kk fawTtr faw kt 

Agricultural Refinance & Development 113,90,00,000 

Corporation 

(w) k*kk kfa k fakkr k fakir 

(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank 9,84,79,000 

Debentures 

mffa fk Tfvr (fat 9 '..•mii 1 faftr R ter Rk 
srfajT 

Loans and Advances from National Agricultural 

Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 66,24,62,000 

ttsr Rjmrt kkt kr Rpii kk iq-farr 
Loans & Advances to Slate Co-operative Banks 

RkfrfaR ter (kRfrkk 777 k) fafsr 

k 7S77, wfaR srk faw 

Loans, Advances and Investments from National 
Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) 

Fund 

( 71 ) fatTR jfkt kt 7574 vfa wfkT 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 387,02,55,000 
ment Banks 

(ij) Sta.Ht 771 5T7T -tli) fak 7k 7 is I / 

faif'Trt 7 fakir 

(b) Investment in bonds/dobentures issued by 
the Development Bank 

7R7 RTfaTk 

Other Assets 800,42,83,000 


4658,92,38,000 Rupees 


4658,92,38,000 


W(X“ kf JSTi'tI, R7 R7R7 

R, K.. HAZARI Dy. Governor 
(No. F.10/1/76.B, 0.1.1. 
C. W. MIRCHANDANI, Under Secy. 


fkk 9 fl, 19 76 

Dated the 9th day of June, 1976 
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S.O. 2697.— An Account pursuant to the Reserve Bank of India Act, 1934, for the week ended the I 1th day of June 1976. 


fawn 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 


’FTTfu 474 

Liabilities Rs. 

47 ^ 

Rs. 

4rfar4r 

Assets 

wf 

Rs. 

*74 

Rs. 

#4*44 (4414 ^ J7i jrr 4t4 

Notes held in the Banking Department 

if 

24,53,79,000 

nr 4 tt fut'Ki r ^f444 ' — 
Gold Coin and Bullion ■ 

( 4 ) 4174 4 4'tl gXTT 



Notes in circulation 

St-RtW 

7314,72,68,000 

(a) Held in India 

( *7 ) 'H I <1 V 7197 JTTt 

(b) Held outside India 
fisrwr 7f4*jf?l4t 

1 82,52,51 ,000 


Total notes issued 

7339,26,47,000 

Foreign Securities 

TftTT 

Total 

wf 77 fbwr 

Rupee Coin 

4P7 7 <.1> 1 r 4t 69 a r VI fd- 

«jf44t 

Government of India Rupee 
Securities 

4Wt (4f447 fJTA TV T 47 

471,73,97,000 

654,26,48,000 

9,55,36,000 

6 675,44,63,000 


Internal Bills of Exchange and 
other commercial paper 




J4 4(ff74T 


Total Liabilities 

7339,26,47,000 

Total Assets 

7339,26,47,000 

fttTbP 1(5 ^4, 197 6 



WTZo ?BTrfs, 

Dated the 16th day of June, 1976 


R. K. 

SESHADRT, Dy. Governor 

11 7J4, 19 7 6 74 4T74)4 fFiq 1 

%■ arfafirr fa'H hi % ^ i ,J i 


Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of Tndia, Banking Department as on the 11th June, 1976 



44^ 

4Tff44T 

64? 

Liabilities 

Rs. 

Assets 

Rs. 

=5477 77ft 


4(7 


Capital Paid up 

5,00,00,000 

Notes 

24,53,79,000 

snrfsRrPTftr 


474 44 fam 


Reserve Fund 

150,00,00,000 

Rupee Coin 

5,80,000 

743(4 *44 7534 
(tfUfinifFT 44^4 ) f4fe 


®)4T faWT 


National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Opera- 

334,00,00,000 

Small Coin 

2,95,000 

tions) Fund 


trft4 ifk 47F? 44 far 

Bills Purchased and Discounted : — 


TT'^Fr Jrf4 7F4 ( (7477474) fa fa 


(tt) 44t 


National Agricultural Crodit (Stabilisation) Fund 

140,00,00,000 

(a) Internal 
(W) fa^ff 

(b) External 

130,80,79,000 

Tpsjbr ifaftfta 7T4 


( 4 i) fV<rr 


(^44414 74?fa) fafa 


(c) Government Treasury Bills 


National Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) 

390,00,00,000 

FNvff tf 741 |4T 44rt4t 

356,57,74,000 



Balances Hoi Abroadd 



Funa 


1184,15,23,000 
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uq? srrfcTtrt ^ 

Liabilities Rs. Assets Rs. 


fPTTTTftnrr : — 

Deposits : — 

(ft) JTTfnrr 

(a) Government 

(i) ArrRr (wf 
Central Government 

(ii) TITT BTfiTT 

State Governments 

(sr) Aft 

(b) Banks 

( i ) SFfjfm f#N!T iff 7 

Scheduled Commercial Banks 

(ii) staffer xm trjrfrnfi- ^ 

Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

(iii) At wjtjrfsm tt^t rpm-Tt if* 
Non-Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

(iv) *RT £ff 
ther Banks 


(tr) m 
(c) Others 

Bills Payable 
tpff 

Other Liabilities 


faAft 

Investments 
TTf sfrr 'hRr. — 

Loans and Advances to: — 

(i) %rfm- fwt: Tir 

56.06.36.000 Central Government 

(ii) rpnr jprfnrt «D 

10.06.59.000 State Governments 

wi trir viva • — 

Loans and Advances to : — 

(i) frf rm #*pi fir 

7 21,46 ,42,000 Scheduled Commercial Banks 

(ii) tt^t ojftiOr frit fir 

28.75.90.000 State Co-operative Banks 

(iii) ^trff fit 

1.85.45.000 Others 

frftr fpi (eWfilsfU spf^r) ffftr it 

ftfirr frbf fffw 

71,88,000 Loans, Advances and Investments from Natio- 

nal Agricultural Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions) Fund 

(ft) ftpr wtr srftrr . — 

(a) Loans and Advances to : — 

(i) W BTftTTt fir 
State Governments 
(ii) TDf Bifrrfr iftf fit 

Slate Co-operative Banks 

(iii) fmflf sjPraruf; tffif vt 
Central Land Mortgage Banks 

(iv) *tfr Pm fit 

Agricultural Refinance & Development 

Corporation 

(tj) ^Pjfpr vjlmtjft £fit %■ fitffrft >? Ptffr 

1891,56,83,000 (b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage 
Bank Debentures 


172,46,26,000 


242,34,09,000 


982.51.77.000 

115.44.59.000 
43,25,43,000 


75.77.52.000 

12.78.88.000 


113,90,00,000 

9,82,08,000 


LT^tf fifr w (farttfTw) Prfg it wfirT 

91,52,85, 000 Loans and Advances from National Agricultural 
Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 


TDtr Tijftrff fit ^c^ibAt wfinr 

903,27,23,000 Loans and Advances to State Co-operative 63,74,55,000 
Banks 

wta'iOr* fenr (tflfffrrvfPr sn^Pr) Prfa 

ft ’ffw, srftnr fttr fftiftr 

Loans, Advances and Investments from National 
Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) 

Fund 

(ft) fffnir Afft fit ^ew fttr srfinr 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 387,02,56,000 
Bank 

(<sr) fftPFr 4V jttt frrft ff^- xft xm/ Tefa O' 
ft 

(b) Investment in bonds, 'debentures issued by 
the Development Bank 

w-t wifFtfr 

Other Assets 809,95,12,000 


Rupees 

4725,19,51,000 

ssft 

Rupees 

4725,19,51,0 00 

fftTtfr 16^4, 1976 

Dated the 1 6th day of June, 1976 



WTT° fto jt^rfir, 3T iraftr 
R. K. Sftashadri, Dy, Governor 
[No, F./10/1/76— ®0. I] 

iflo TJftJo ftt 7^ ffpft, rrfT flfspr 

C. W. M1RCHANDANI, Under Secy. 
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vrrMVtr fGpr It srftrfttrR, i9.t4 tr spjTritr i q 76 % ftTlr is 'Ft gu firf % bw ?p*t 


S.O. 2698. — An Account pur ,uanl to the Reserve Bank o! India Act, 1934, for the week ended the 18lh day of June, 1976 

ITj; fa*tT»T 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 


jirartf r 'T'T 

Liabilities Rs. 

¥T4 

Rs. 

Assets 

Rs. 

4) TT 

Rs. 

♦fair Fomr $ vi ?<l Rte 


feWf ^f^PT'T ■ ■ 

- 


Notes held in the Banking Department 35,34,60,000 


Gold Coin and Bullion : 

— 




(<F) ’4T7a-n , T«T JriT 





(a) Held in India 

182,52,51,000 



(* 5 ") Hr<^T % V/sff gVr 



Notes in circulation 7256,03,54,000 


(b) Held outside India 





fatw) trftpjfw 





Foreign Securities 

546,73,97,000 

irrft ^ 5 ^ 'fts 1 





Total notes issued 

7291,38,14,000 



— 



4fm 





Total 


729,26,48,000 



! FT fflWT 





Rupee Coin 


11,67,25,000 



■STTriT ETfiTF TTOT Sfft- 










Government of India Rupee 

6550,44,41,000 



Securities 





avff faPtna rinr riVr 





q|hjq-T* 




Intornal Bills of Exchange and 




other commercial paper 

IF7T U 1 Q-fl jJ t 







Total Liabilities 7291,38,14,000 

Total Assets 


7291,38,14,000 

fsRfF -23 ^1, 1976 



4to stro ijfy, et3t 

Dated the 23rd day of June, 1976 



K. 

R. Puri, Governor 

18 <f4, 1970 Ttsmsfa fTJpJ t<F $ tPfPT pnETf $ <FnfrnJTPT VT PtRITT 


Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department as on the 18th June, 1976 

irrmtt 


sfiffrrat 



LIABILITIES 

Rs. 

ASSETS 


Rs. 

SfVfTT 


tffe 



Capital Paid up 

5,00,00,000 

Notes 


35,34,60,000 

ttT'ftrr fdf’j 


ft# f*rwr 



Reserve Fund 

150,00,00,000 

Rupee Coin 


4,44,000 

TT^Bi tffti , H7 T r 


tjjteT fowr 



(?fr^<FT#d tufa) farfa 


Small Coin 


3,20,000 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 

334,00,00,000 

stir ’•jar? fesr 



Operations) Fund 


Bills Purchased and Discounted : — 


TfsfPr ’tET (fwfbrw) Prfw 


(ft) 



National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 

140,00,00,000 

(a) Internal 


141,82,30,000 

Fund 


(<j) fatrft 





(b) External 



vrsfhT sfarffaF spt-Ft) fttfir 


(^t) ^rT^TTr 3T¥T«Tr fW r f 



National Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) 

390,00,00,000 

(c) Government Treasury Bills 

329,80,85,000 

Fund 


fltrinff E m\ fxrr efrt 




Balances Held Abroad 


1164,26,19,000 
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UABfLlTfES 


at a wrf*AAT at A 

Rs ASSETS Rs. 


Deposits : — ■ 

(a) rpArn 

(a) Government 

(i) %ATtA WPFP 
Central Governmenl 

(ii) aTat? 

State Governments 

(at) fa 

(b) Banks 

(i) tFpjfsrT Aif«ivt fa 

Scheduled Commercial Banks 

( i i ) W^fAd rm «t!+Tfl fa 

Scheduled Stale Co-operative Banks 

(iii) fa AtjffAA n^r atafT fa 

Non-Sched tiled State Co-operative Banks 

(iv) tPA fa 

Other Banks 


faTtr 

Investments 
ata zfa *rf<rA — 

Loans and Advances to ■— 

(i) AAffa (pfir 

71.07.40.000 Central Government 

(ii) Tvm a nm at 

10.13.39.000 State Governments 

uta wfinr — 


Loans and Advances to : — 

(i) WAAfaA ArfaFFA# At fit 

740,54,14,000 Scheduled Commercial Banks 

(ii) mutA^AFi #Yl At 

27,48,40,000 State Co-operative Banks 

(iii) ^rA At 

1 .64.89.000 Others 

jRfr (’ftAApftA ttw) frrfsr a 
wfa* sAr fir4«r 

81.88.000 Loans, Advances and Investments from Na- 
tional Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

(a) AfRr sftr arfint : — 

(a) Loans and Advances to : — 

( i ) vrrtr jrrrm Af 

State Governments 


(ii) Trjq- jormn 4 at At 

State Co-operative Banks 

(iii) fcsttr^AarriiAr At 
Central Land Mortgage Banks 

(iv) fff* A AfAflT *f|T fwAFr Pm At 

Agricultural Refinance & Development 
Corporation 

(T) trd (tt) WfTWBRttfAf A tTAALt t fAAA 

(c) Others 1896,82,44,000 (h) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank 

Debentures 


156.16.08.000 

252.2101.000 

1040,90,77,000 

127.56.89.000 
42,72,43,000 


75.76.10.000 

12.47.38.000 

113,70,00,000 

9,82,08,000 


kt ftPT 
Bills Payable 

VI r7 T AftrA 1 
Other Liabilities 


vps^rr irfA ata (f^ptATA) fitfti acth 
stf«4 

93,62,56,000 Loans and Advances from National Agricultural 
Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 

rm 4 At At ATT trtr nfitA 

906,74,89,000 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative 64,99,51,000 
Banks 

mft? stliiPiA tfir (tft^AnrPT start) Wit 
A njar WfAA %fa tAAA 

Loans Advances and Investments from Na- 
tional Industrial Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions) Fund 

(a) fgAIA 447 At ATA wk *rfirA 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 387,02,56,000 
Banks 

(at) fitATA 4 a JPT ATft fRA AA At ft/ 

fTAATl A pHA 

(b) Investment in bonds/debentures issued by 
the Development Bank 

W-A ATfcTAf 

Other Assets 81 3,23,10,000 


ATA 

Rupees 

4767,89, 99,000 

Rupees 

4767,89,99,000 

ftTATA 2.) AA, 10 7 6 



%■«! Tfr, TpFT 7 

Dated the 23rd day of June, 1976 



K. R. PURT, Governor. 




[No. F. 10/1/ 76-BO* J] 




C, VV. MIRCHANDANT. Under Secy. 
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wTOfrr ximVR, Tfewmi 1 1 

ra I r -\ i , 1 4 ri 1 1, 19 7b 

(<n«wrc) 

Rtf WT tf 2699 — HTT. %T3R FRIT 7 *pf TR & fc Rsp- 

fen if its mm tr RiVftw frfa 1 1 - j- 1 w 7 1. tt ift'm'i 
wfem «fr *rrfa % fan 25,000 no rtr Rfa wfmt rt 
wrtRft it rr r% Rfnm it trsFrt nf t smf '-umid 
ftrfafeR tr tr wr frfaffaR unifi'in tot — 

^tV rt *rnpTT nrferfenTTT ( 1 9 m tt 13) wit rtt 2 8 7 
arm tram vrfrwt tr fafem Yt non toft wfar wr wf 
nrfemr or mfaT wrfa 50 , iutth w 00% wfew feom 9 
to, i960 3 to *nft wrcw T nrtffnt tt farffa m) 1975-70 
% if 00 % oftOTR wo % oVo 7 fenn omromf if ttRfaiT oro, 
w% tr tt to off Trio mptfem ^ fan mfewr fern i 1 

*rr. xnr #roffn ?w smfeoto 4 to, loro % fote rrt 
am nm nfnm r mfar war gtr, ft ^fat twr mtRft if 
■jofen ornnrot funninR fafaffaR hr^ft nmfwT wan 

f' 

wm-TT fsom, ifetrmr 

rutr rtftjfwRr, lSttfi A wm 287 % xtiftw ^owfari 
Of Rwt TWf J 1-3- 1 4 7 6 of afr ( i ) T[0 Of finf TOT % fab $ 

■sft sft ttt *r wfa*p Rrfa ^ fern no rt tfV Tfa nw 

if wfao (nrfsr Tfem; nfr (f, (ii) to nfffl^-Ton wrfarr Jr 
or ito of nfr nro of Rrftr % fan tr Rtfr wfaw; wrfa % 

fern % n'r nn *rV fir or ir xrfepr mrfa fcfan rfet I, 

(iii) of fafr bfn %fau & Tf ri ^ nfR or wSmwftr 

%fep tr ufat orforR Rtfa % fan JT; mV (iv) ^ fr 

tt ^fRT 5r 1 

1 Vtt Rfoofmr on nfen (mo) fa«, mnotmt (iii) 
Ri, i is no nor (iv) 6i, 31 . 9*0 1 

2 Vfa srrnr feinr ifemr — (iii) 57,471 no tr (iv) 
57,97 1 V I 

9 Vfa ttrr ntm ^rtV, Oo arhi — ( iii) 96, jye >0 

TRT ( iv ) 9 6, 5 9 6 7 0 | 

4 itnnf fT*oif 9 m mwmoFi, rnffmoTT — (i) 19 so to (iii) 
31,251 60 OTT (iv) 3 3 0 8 J To | 

s ^ <ii#i 0 ( 6 w "<i rV, f*i^ i4r — (iii ) 4H,Hiin to wn (iv) 

48,800 n= i 

b wf onn onm, mfero nnr s'rm j^fn, offemor - 

(iii) 5,84,6 18 T,o 60 (iv) 5,84,64N T!« | 

7 Rfef iff mam? m m uto fjRT, Wffm — (iii ) 1 , 11 , 0.91 

7 0 OR (iv) 1,1 I 09 1 To | 

8. n t^o trt (mo) fm o , titort on — ( iii) 29,229 
no TOT (iv) 2 8, 2 2 1 ) n 0 I 

9 . 3nr Vsro fe%m strVI nVrTrff, ’■'rsoo— (iii) 

26,463 To (iv) 26,f»68no 1 


[Part 11 — 


10 Vtt nj troo fernor 7 mij f«, ntrno — (iii) 90,519110 
trt (iv) 90 , s 1 yno 1 

1 1 m 9 ror fn?, mmrRT nnm- (iii) 3 5 , 28 1 no am (iv) 

3 5,28 1 no 1 

12 VfT 6 onpffq- mWT im^Vr, T[» feT 0 WHT - ( i U ) 

2 8,930 no mr (iv) 28,930 no I 

13 Vtt ffmnnT tt m mr, — (iii) 31,993 no (iv) 

3 1,89360 1 

14 ffrrt krttA TfR *TfFRT T R, t»RTT- (iii) 97,738 no 

TR (iv) 9 7 , 7 3 8 n o i 

is mrt m mRf, nfe ^rt, rstr, fefejnn-f'nTRf— (iii) 

47,242 no R 1 T (iv) 47,242 no| 

io nff mo nrrno infeR, Rtfer 4 m# iktir rtT (uto) fro, 
MfRiH — (iii) 35, 106 To RR (iv) 35,406 no | 

1 7 «ft frgRHR , ^ST ,r ^ ^nfoM, ntr nV, mfiT-RmiVr- - (iii) 

73,29860 TR (iv) 7'3,298no| 

1 8 ^nr /Roitt ^mri rit, qpw rt Rmn rt ntr riVtitt, 
fsf^^fVn^f--(iii) 1,0 4,73 1 n - tr (iv) 1,04731 no 1 

io *jri 'oR^ift tr, tjrr — ( iii) li.mis 7 «mi (iv) 

42,80560 1 

20 VtT rr Rmr 'Wr n 1 !!- ufo, mtfr ofern, fafa’TH: 
nrRRT — (iii) 51,817 n» rit (iv) 5 1, 8 1 7 *7° 1 

21 *Jf TFmffr fRt wrl, 2fl80To £ro mfnffmr-'- (iii) 0 0, 8 4 1 

[no tr (iv) 60,841 no 1 

22 'ffmn far sIt t er i nHi TFfe T Twrggf, 5RrmF|--(ii) 

[l 3,837 no, (iii) 70.410 To TR (iv) 8 4,797 6® I 

[RTo To JJSRO Il-mnTo/RT Tj4,4,df/ 7 6-7 7/6] 


Oflioe ol the Commissionei of Income lax, Potiula-IL 
Hatiala-ll, ihc 1st July, 1976 
JNCOME-TAX 

S.O. 2699,— Whcicas the C entral Government is of the 
opinion that it is necessary and expedient in the public interest 
lo publish the names and other particulars hereinafter speci- 
fied. relating lo persons in default of payment of tax of 
Rs. 25,000 Or more for period exceeding nine months as 
on 31-3-1976 : 

And wheiens in exercise oE the powers conferred by section 
287 of (he Income-tax Act (43 of 1961) and all other powers 
enabling them in this behalf the Central Governmenl by its 
order dated 9th June, 1969 authoiised all the Commissioners 
of Income-tax to publish the names, addresses and the 
amount of tax in default relating to assessecs within their 
im isdiction as at the end of financial year 1975-76. 

Now, therefoie, in exercise of Ihe poweis conferred on me 
by the Ccntial Government by its aforesaid order dated 9th 
June, 1969, I hereby publish in the schedule, hereto annexed, 
the names and other particulars of the assessces aforesaid. 

Income Tax Department, Patiala 

List of defaulters on 31-3-1976 u/s 287 of ihe Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (i) is for amount in default for periods 
exceeding nine months but not exceeding one year and 
three months, (ii) for amount in default foi period;, of 
one ycai and Ihrce months and above but not exceeding two 
ycais and Ihieit months; (ni) for amount in default of two 
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years and three months and above; and (iv) for total amount 
in default. 

(. M'j Maleikolln Bus Sei vice (P) Ltd., Maleikotla— 
till) Rs 61,318 and (iv) Rs. 61,318. 

2. M/s. Pm tap Roadways, Patiala — (iii) 37,971 and (iv) 

Rs. 37,971. 

3. M/s. Nuiwana Motor Transport Co., Samuna-*-(iii) 

Rs. 96,396 and (iv) Rs. 96,396. 

4. M/s Chiranji Lai Otn Parkush, l-ai idabad— (i) 

Rs. 1,850. (iii) Rs. 31,231 and (iv) Rs. 33,081, 

5. M/s. Knilash Geneial Store, Bhiwani — Iii) Rs. 48,800 

and (iv) Rs 48,800 

6. Slui Beas Dev Dogia, Pmp. M/s Dogia Steel, 

Furidabad — -(ii) Rs. 5,84,648 and (iv) Rs. 5,84,648 

7. M/s. The Household & General Mills, Soncpat— (iii) 

1,11.091 and (iv) Rs 1,11.091. 

8. M/s. The Duke Biolheis (P) Ltd., Ambala Lantt-- 

(iii) Rs. 28,229 and (ivl Rs 28,229. 

9 M/s. Rohlak District Tianspoit Society. Rohlak— (iii) 
Rs. 26,968 and (iv) Rs. 26,968. 

10. M/s. New Rohlak Bhiwani Transpoit Co; Rohtak— 
(iii) Rs. 90,519 and (iv) Rs. 90,519. 

11. Bhagat Jaswant Singh, Ambala City — (iii) Rs. 35,281 

and (iv) Rs. 35,281. 

12. M/<. The kuldip Oil Industries, (P) Ltd., Ambala 

Cnntt, — (iii) Rs. 28,930 and (iv) Rs. 28,930. 

13. M/s. Mitersain Jain & Sons, Rohtak, — (iii) Rs. 31,893 

and (iv) Rs. 31,893. 

14. M/s. Banwaii Ltd Balwant Rai, Siisa — (iii) Rs. 97,738 

and (iv) Rs. 97,738. 

15. M/s Sat Naiain, Hari Kumar, Nalwa, Distl. 

Bhiwani— (iii) Rs. 47,242 and (iv) Rs. 47242. 

16. Shri L. R. Twetia, e/o M/s. Fine Wires tP) Ltd., 

Palwal — (iii) Rs. 35,406 and (iv) Rs. 35,406. 

17. Shri Kidar Nath, s/o Shri Durga Mai, Village Goad. 

Tehsil Narnanl— (iii) Rs. 73,298 and (iv) Rs. 73.298. 

18. M/s. Har Prashad Tulsi Ram, Pehlad Dutt Nanak 

Chand, Village Gangaichaiat, District Rewai i— (iii) 
Rs 1.04.731 and (iv) Rs. 1,04,731. 

19 M/s. Suraj Bhan Duli Chand, Julana — (ni) Rs, 42,805 
and (Iv) Rs. 42,805 

20. M/s. Genet al Mines Qtuuries and Co., Chandi Muudn, 

Disit Ambala — (iii) Rs 51,817 and (iv) Rs ’51,817. 

21. Shu Tndcrjit Singh Sahney, 268 M.T., Sonepat — (iii) 

Ri. 60,841 and (iv) Rs. 60,841. 

22. M/s. Shurmik Metal Production Cooperative Society, 

Jagadhri— (ii) Rs. 13,887, (iii) Rs. 70,910 and (iv) 
Rs. 84,797. 

IF. No. HO IT Pub/ fan delaultei s/76-77/6] 


(WPMH) 

VC’WT' 27 00- — ‘krtfPT tf;«ptp 4r m ?. f4 "fwfgu if 
pit mtw trot 'Ttfr^Y^T £ f 4 M 4 t 1975-76 % tYpft 
HTt wq't 9 IN In fqfjrfVr nit pdf p-WMld) 4, 

(t) 4r sqfcr ptfrorp jswr Eh+T imt mp 

ott pt 4 0 irfmr 4f >r£ ff, tr»n 
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(ii) vfr qpr. qmrfmrr, wpt srm Ermpt wra 

ot 5tw pt 4 4 wfsop FrurffTt 4f ft . hut ttt 
*TWtf4pT 5tW fitful ft-i 4 1 trPTfJtP •Pf 9131), 

bYc PP. mpr prfttfmprt ( 1 9 6 1 *PT 13 ) iff URJ 2 ft 7 
sin tpfrT sr%iri trot ppt fpfqn tm4 amY sfp unfr 
trfrPPT PT tnfnT OT?T ?u %TJtP rrmp 4 W94 STRUT fpTrFP 5 
^nf, 1974 4 3 ft tr 4 ) wPTprr straYt 41 , fapfrp w 1975- 
76 4 priTT 74% wftFPrr HT* 4 vfppr fr«|n pmntTlPft 4 

ott, t 4, JrfYqp ott <pp fYafnq qq mcr "4 
sot f/mfuTT m f4trfft?T otp, sp tt ppt f£n pa p-r 4r wr- 
fjRt qrp4 4 Lm snftjttFT farpT 4 1 

aw 4 tsYp totpr: sot (spot 5 OTTf, 1474 4 tr4fn; 
Trr4«r jm sop Tropin >rr pp'tp tt 4 in', 4 tp% 

4 ipptt; * wtowt 4 tip ptt ttw YtMotit n 03 ; jot qinfiira 
POTT f 1 

wntPT ftwm, qfeRmt 

44 rrcfr ®qfpp4r q«rr Lot ttNwtp jottY 4 pip f3R4f trip 
j 97 5-76 4 sYnro "t r mi rpp 4 PTfiawT fYtYifOT 
4) hi £ 4«tr pYT q:4t, spTp ppp p'tt ppTfpm 4 pft f«n+) 
*mt 44T itw pq4 4 «tf4p f-ostilnT 4t pf S 1 

(l) Sfkprt 4f4n S— ‘flTf’ ‘«rfe 4 fan, ‘jfr’ ipnpn 48ru 
(ii) qvpfmjfu'Ji a4 4 Ft 1 1 , 

(iii) 71 p 4 SITP f4a r'ifl 4f4rr, 

(iv) f4trif4tr 4 tr 4frn, 

(v) feu Ptr4 a 1 -1 qrp 4477, 

(vi) hm pn ipr 4 f4n k 1 

1 «fr fw m«t, 'TTntTT (i) 'wif' (ii) 197 4-75 (iii) 

1 1 2 427 Pa (iv) 1,16,040 P° (v) 76,7.11 Pc 

OPT (vi) 76,731 P» I 

2 pf) zlmP 1T4 TP4, H i4n uu ii <14 H/-1 a f4tw, TPTfiPT- 

(i) 'mi' (ii) 1974-75 (iii) i.ai.uyoP*’ (iv) t,H7,9.tu 
pa (v) 1,40,696 T 1 ?rn (vi) 1, 31,100 Pa I 

3 <'fl Yfa 4l o qrt, u rp M 0 4 T| rT'Mrtf /-s fppsf4?, 

a^H TF--(i) ‘WTf (ii) 1 975-76 (iti) 1,56,1 50 pa (iv) 
1,78,030, (v) 1,0 9, 5 2 5 Po PTT ( vi ) 1,09,5-25 I 

4 pftjpft 'fl-iupfi 44, p4fr-4Frr-(i) mT (it) 1975-70 

(iii) 1,59,680 P 0 (iv) 1 , 84,490 Pv (v) 1,06,8 57 * a tT'ft 
(vi) 1,06, 8 5 7 P° I 

5 4f ?r;7 ^tpt f*|pqf-(ij 4rr4 -(ii) t»75-76 

(iii) 1, 0 J, 6 JO P 0 (iv) 1 , 10,221 To (v) 6 3, 186 r 1 T4T 

(vi) 63,38640 | 

6. 4nra Ph/TT Ff4t4t fTo, PUTTWIF'- ( i ) ‘4V (ii) 1975-76 

(iii) 18,85,740 Pa (iv) 18 88 280 po (v) 10,90,482 

Kg pttT(vi) 1 0, 9(1, 46 ’Po | 

7 iFni otpft pot wf, (pto ) Yto, fppryl — (i) ‘4t’ 

(ii) 1 975-76 (iii ) 8 82,7 50 77 o ( i V ) 10,39,665 40 (v) 

6 1 I 696 r " TPT (vi) 6,2 1 34(1 po I 


[rpl o 40 7 Wto T1 V=P1 o/4TTo lpo/76-77/ 7j 
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INCOME-TAX 

S.O, 2700.— Whereas ihe Central Government is of the 
opinion that it is necessaiy and expedient in the public interest 
to publish the names and other particulais hciernafter speci- 
fied iclatog to asscssee ■ 

(ij being individual, oi Hindu undivided families, who 
have been assessed on an income of more than one 
lakh of rupees, and 

(li) being firms, companies, or other associuLion of 
persons, who have been assessed on an income of 
more th in ten lakhs of lupees, 

duiing the financial year 1975-76. 

And whereas in exercise of Ihe powers conferred by section 
287 of the Income-tax Act (43 of 1961) and all other povvcis 
enabling them in this behalf, the Central Govt, has by its 
order dated 5th July, 1975, authorised all Commissioneis of 
Income-tax to publish the names, addresses, status and as- 
sessment year, relating to assessees within theii juiisdietion 
and ihe income returned by, the income assessed on, the tax 
payable by, and the tax paid by, such assessees during the 
financial year 1975-76; 

Now, Iheiet'oie, in exercise of Ihe powers conf cried on me 
by the Central Government by its afoiesaid ordei dated ?lh 
luly, 1974, I hereby publish in the schedule, hereto annexed 
the names and other particulars of the assessees aforesaid 

Income Tax Department, Patiala 

Names of all individuals and Hindu Undivided families 
assessed on an income of moie than Rs. one lakh and of 
all firms, Association ol persons and companies assessed 
on an income of more than Rs. ten lakhs during the 
financial year 1975-76: (i) is for Status — T for individual, 
'C' for company; (ii) for assessment year; (iii) for income 
returned; (iv) for income assessed; (v) for tax payable and 
(vi) for tax paid. 

1. Shii Vimal Nath, Pnnipnt (il T, (ii) 1974-75, (iii) 

Rs. 1,12„417, (iv) Rs. 1,16,040, (v) Rs. 76,731 and 

(iv) Rs. 76,731. 

2. Shri Deepak Rai Nath c/o M/s. Raj Woollen Mills, 

Panipat — (1) T, (ii) 1974-75, (iii) Rs. 1.81,090. (iv) 
Rs. 1,87,930, fv) Rs. 1,40,696 and (vi) Rs. 1,34,400. 

3. Shri D. D Puii, c/o M/s. Saraswati Industrial Syndi- 

cate, Yamunanagar — (i) T, (ii) 1975-76, (iii) 
Rs. 1,56,150, (iv) Rs. 1,78.030, (v) Rs. 1.09,525 and 
(vi) Rs. 1,09,525. 

4. Snit. Bhagwati Devi, Gancriwala — (i) T, (ii) 1975-76. 

(iii) Rs. 1,59,680, (iv) Rs. 1,84,490, (v) Rs. 1,06,857 
and (vi) Rs. 1,06,857. 

5. Slu i Nand Lai Ganerisala, Sirsa — (i) T, (iii 1975-76, 

(iii) Rs. 1,03.630, (iv) Rs. 1,10,221, (v) Rs. 63.386 
and (vi) R,s. 63,386. 

6. M/s. Yamuna Syndicate Ltd., Yamunanagar — (i) ‘C\ 

(ii) 1975-76, (iii) Rs. 18.85,740. (iv) Rs. 18,88.280. 
(\) Rs. 10,90,482 and (vi) Rs. 10.90,482. 

7. M/s. Aggarwal Metal Works, (P) lid, Rewari — (i) 

‘C’, (ii) 1975-76, (iii) Rs. 8.82,750. (iv) Rs. 10,39,665, 

(v) Rs. 6,44,696 and (vi) Rs. 6,21,340. 

IT. No. HQ II, Pub/I. Tax/76-77 /7J 

(mw*) 

O 27 0 C — HR RRSTR JTtTR r 4 4 TR % ft: "filTrfKR 

4 HT RTW4? RHT r4t 4PT tlfaT tPTfTT RfHffiRR, 1957 ( 19 5 7 

4T 27) % YUfFT SR «f TVRTR PR tTfmj if 

rot rrt rrt firftriterr 5?) xttr. finwi jj? hr fgvffit 

1075-76 if TkfiT 10 RfH 3W if RfaRT fRHjftR [fRI W 


Rfit TIT. HRTT RfaftHH, 1957 ( 1 9 5 7 rfT 27) RFCT 

4 2-41 a 1 1 1 fiRR u| jn,Q XR RRT VT fa fu 'T Rr) huR Raid HPTt 
9 '9 H"4T »l f-t/ll "FT unfit 44 r| JTJ, ktffif 9 141* if mod 
rtrr fitui4, 7 s -m /f 1975 % sttt tsrtprr Rtfr nmjRRt t t 

rrr 4 ft*TR YTRiwr HRHfHR rtr, hr, tfnRR art 

fauffiJi rrt 44 irrRFrraf sth krthw hr, fHHfkR fan hr 

JR, sT»rr fRrftR H/f 1 975-76 if *ktR SR KWH RHT fan Rfi 
9 ■Tx.v RTf A 4, 1 0*1 -1 5RR if i "1 1 ' HTflttf d fifRT ^ I 

HR: HR TltlR R7RT5 if -'-f/m [70141 7 iJRRTf , 19 7 5 

if HTRDT if TUJHK RRTT WfRRT HR Rtffir ikf gtr, 4 RR^ITT 

fHR RfPH HRRHf 4 arfiJTf 4RTHIHI % RTH RRT fafifrfifTHT 

84 . 1 fin 0 H7XRT ^ I 

RTRRTT fRRTR 

HR YT if l£4 RRT YTRIRTHt Y HR, fjfifflVT Sfff HR faTflR 
HR 14 7 5-76 if nkR 10 RfiJ Wf 4 RfSTY fRtrffTR fYRT HHT 
RTI (i) fcfRRR % ftfir (f — ‘RH’ (H) RfR'dRs JRWt Y fan, 

(ii) rrfRHkR % faR (iii) RtHf ypr hr fYuR) (fefi) 
if fan, (iv) f'RHffrR >fj UT Ttftf (v) Yu HR Y faR (vi) 
foTHTT Jftr YffiR £ | 

1 «fr qf° Rkrft, HTf4«F rurV ytrr Wtr rrt 

RIRR fRFR, %RTT (i) 'RR’ (ii) 1 075-76 (iii) 1 0, 7 S, H 1 0 
Fa (iv) 10 , 83,300 Ro (v) 41,914 Ro (vi) 41,914 R 15 

[HRs’ fo ^RRfo II/tPTRo|HR47r) 7 0-7 7/ 5] 

4f e fif o tpIT, HRRtT RIRW 

Wealth-tax 

S.O. 2701. — Whereas ihe Central Government is of the 
opinion that it is necessary and expedient in the public in- 
terest to publish the names and other particulars hereinafter 
specified relating to assessees who have been assessed under 
the Wealth-tax Act, 1957 (27 of 1957) on net wealth exceeding 
Rs. 10 lakhs during (he financial year 1975-76. 

And whereas in exercise of the powers confcned by section 
42 A of the Wealth-tax Act, 1957 (27 of 1957) and all other 
powers enabling them in Ihis behalf the Central Government 
has by its Order dated 7th Januaiy, 1975 authorised all Com- 
missioners ot W'ealth-tax to publish the names, addresses, 
status and assessment year i eliding to assessees within Ihcir 
juiisdietion and wealth leturncd by, the wealth assessed on, 
the wealth-tax payable by and the wealth-tax paid bv such 
assessees duiing the financial year 1975-76. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred on me 
by the Central Government by its aforesaid order dated 7th 
January 1975, 1 hereby publish in Schedule, heteto annexed, 

the names and other particulars of the assessees aforesaid. 

Income-tax Department 

Nantes of all Wealth-tax assessees assessed on net Wealth 
exceeding Rs. 10 lakhs during the financial yem '75-76 (i) 
stands tor status — ‘IT for H.U F., (ii) for assessment yem; 

(iii) for net wealth returned; (iv) for net wealth assessed (v) ten 
tax payable and (vi) for tax paid. 

1. Shri P K C houdhnry, Prop. M /s Laxmi Cotton 
Ginning & Oil Mills, Hissar (i) ‘H’ (ii) 1975-76 
(iii) Rs. 10, 78, 310 (iv) Rs. 10, 83, 300 (v) Rs 41, 914 
(vj) Rs 41,914. 


IF. No, HQ, ll/Pub/W Tax/76~77/51 
V. P. GUPTA, Commissionci of Weallh tax 
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3Tfft»T :rmfT<P 

(Rift rttTr ftwm) 

5TI 5t»l 

Rfforft, 25jmf, i ‘>7h 

TOo 8 JTo 2702. — fofTR tN? (RfRRl RRefr) fRRR 
19 5 2 V fRRR 2, 4 tfo 5 R RTR TfcR, RTTfR (fw? R> 
f^frpTiH) RfafRRR, 1 9 t 1 ( 1951 RT b5) Tt RTTr b JRT 

rr?t grfwf f rt rrPt rpr gn-, ifRftR rtrir rYt FrIr, 4ir 
rttrr rV crtfr fr ^rrwfw Tsff fs f t m 5 R, wr- 

^Frr TRIR! % Fpr rTR7 forTR Rfol^ TrfiR RP^T | I 

2 RR fom RfTRX ^ foHMfSH RTTR KlTl ErR^t fai|fo 
Tr vrrfs *r *n^r hr rrYjt r 2 jr! ftrr fmt • — 

tIr forEr, ,j 'i - i 9 * *-o t r1 7 rtr % ri^Pir tr! % rpmp-i 
ff RR ^JR JTJJRl fl pin fmrR 9 f *, m ^ ■ 

w*ir« 

1. Mt rPTo Efto RRTT, 

N/ l f r E.R fRfRjR, 

1 1 , fRfijRT RR 
Rf foHt I 

*WR 

2 s 4t RR 0 RR 0 RfR 
R RET, 9 It 9 , 

Rrcf fourR, 

Rf foft 

9. «ft RRo 5fro RTRTRT, 

RRTfiRffpr, 

T4TT RTqTCR faRTR 
7UTT RRTPR, Rf Eb-fl 
1 *ft RRo tfro jrrRgw?qRRR 

RRRJ Rf^R, (R|RRi?t) 

$44 fooTR, 

trV FrRtf TOTRR, Rf PrRTT 

.1 RT i ' R 0 RR o foRT, 

RRRi RfRR, ( TtR RPPT ) 

RtRRR ?fp RfPRJR RTrTRR, 

Rf fcRRt 

6 ErFur ‘ Rr 0 Eft 0 R* ? RT. 
faWT RRIETR (RRR) 

RfVTR Rf T RLRRR RRTRR 

Rf fort 

7 RPR RPTTP 1 1R RRlft RRRRP 
RWR RffTfRRPTTRR, 

RTRT-T RTr 'rfrRRT if^T'-fR, 

R«rf 

8 RPR RR7P RR RJ'R rTp.tr, 

TtRRR RRTfRRRTR’J, 

RtRfTR RE Eff^R^R RRT'T'-J, 

RtRf 
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9. RNfRT fwTKR fRWF, 

RfffRT RRRTRR, 

Rf fRPRTT 

1 0. f J 9 * R sTr <'-1 f o WTT i’ TTTf 0 9-|n^|«r, 

, STSRVT EnN: ws fRRTIRr, 
fR r V 9 M fRRRTR LffRRR, 
fRwrarRnTR^ 

1 1 RT^R 'PRf’f E R RR o 7 r ' l, i R ■ 

RKRftT tffR RR'R fRRW, 

RRffR fRR RTR ffrfRRR, 
rprIr 

12 fop- rriffj {7j jwr RR, 

TRRE5T Tlfo !TRF*J fRRWR, 

RTf R ffR, rT RRR, FrfRRT 
RRRRTT 

1 .i foPT rirfirTR f o jfr o Epiforr 
5TERW *ftR jppff fRRKTR, 
r^rIr ttrt fo-for?, 

RRff 

1 1 Ti H I 5 * T, 0 rFTRT, 

TTSROT, fRlrfR TRRRDftR 5PTTforRR fRRR, 

TRRrfT 

1 5 #RIR RR 0 STRUT, 

3R RfTT RRRTT, 

RPR VTRfrfofR FrfRRTT, 

RRRfo 

1 (, P-Tt To RPo 

RRTRRRRR, 

fRf>JRT Rf RFR fRfRfR, 

T|TRf 

17 PRT 3Rft 1FRRR, 

RTRRR-JR fRRRR, 

fRfft ^TtfRRfPR RRR f 1 fRRR, 

RSTR 

1 b faRfopr RR o TTo 'RRPTPt, 

RRIWHR, RRRIR1 RRR , 

o<im TTfoR R^ f ' TffRRfTR, 'TIRRl, 1 2 fRRR 

fRPll 

19 RrfRERRRR 0 RRo rwtt, 

R».R5T, Rfo RRRJ fRR7TR, 
fofTR TRRfRTTR RTR ffoir F<tTrR? 

RJRf 

2D Tfl ffo tPl" ? ff° Tftf, 

TTR folR fRfRR RRpff f-RtllR’;, 

RRSTR-T ? 1 r.' foTRR, 

<) U RRo Rfo Rt^, 

RTRT 

2 1 ■iff RPo affo RTC, 

rfrfRtp RifmiR, 

w'T fohm J ifrR r fiRRR RfiRr, 

(fHf 
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2 2. iff fTTIo RTtS, 

fff'T'T 'A 41 fa q L -T, ^nfffalFr, 

IRTJ '&ZM ?TT*T, 

2,1 >Jt ?fto TTtfqT, 

fdTIFF, TTTTT Vffimtl W ST ° fri ° , 

*r*^i 

2 4 p 4t rr*r o %o fh r f, i , 

B M. #T^ ^''s, 

uns^t ’TUnrr, frifffr?, 

*PT ! PtTT 

2 5 rit nffo rpr o trpflyrriT, 

TTEqaT, 

tRt fruK wjrw ttU wffrfr w 

tTb^' 1 TjftfTrlrTT 

fff 

2 <1 "r.|4'H|tn' J 

ff^T fkirrlff rrirv fvviT qTtriffTTWT, 

(m iifor faun ^nr) 

27 . Btfafrf'rr *r=mwrc (tr^inTo $o), 
wT4faTt farm tfarfrcirm 

faetD 

28. ^Tfa’lfarnt), 

U?LL tT o Vlf o fffo l^o tff° ^t) flTtTr r cT TfU/'T 

^■o/iyo-ir, tncnT7CT>y, 

iTTTSirTT 

29 >4t wmTrmK fafarfa, 

ffUTTffa't, 5ft 0 BlHo qy# mry itW7Tr$TT ^DrcpT,' 
qYo- 1 3 2, tjfatrtf) Tfa, 'TTi’T thf, 

^■WrfT-24 

3 0 S 4T *Rft?r c r T ff, 

faTPT qtaynt , 

^TTTifr^ faynrr p^if^wFTT, 

T^ffa TT*R, 

■rf fac-i r 

2 . fa^rra- nfan^ % ifrit *r»t ?Vr 4T ?ifafrfiw (faTtm tffa 

fafwpT) Ttfafarttr, 1951 ( 1 y 5 j tt 05 ) TT-fifapT 4 

qfriff £ 1 

3 ffffttf TffS, ffa-m ■JTftTTiT^I, tWfal-ff) fairPT Urf|-ft5mTff, W 
^Tf; farm nfat^ T fflfatr % ^rtfa Tfarff Leifr ftNT tt9T 
fci 

[sn 0 n 0 1 6- 1 3 / 7 u-rst >ftr 2 ] 
itpo p^o ifror. Trq® nfar* 

MINISTRY OF INDUSTRY AND CIVIL SUPPLIES 
(Department of Heavy Industry) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 2nd July, 1976 

S.O. 2702. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 6 of the Industries (Development and Regulation) Act, 


1951 (65 of 1951), tcad with rules 2, 4 and 5 of the Develop- 
ment Councils (Procedural) Rules, 1952, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby establishes a Development Council for the 
Scheduled Industries Engaged in Ship building, Ship Repairs, 
and Production of Ship Ancillaries, 

2. The said Development Council shall consist of the 
following members whoso tenure of appointment will be for 
a period of 2 yetu s with effect from the date of this Order :~— 

cm 

Development Council for Scheduled Industries Engaged 
in Ship building, Ship Repairs and Production of 
Ship Ancillaries. 

1. Chairman, 

Shri H. P. Nanda, 

Escorts Limited, 

11, Scindia House, New Delhi. 

Members 

2. Shri S. M. Ghosh, 

Joint Secictary, 

Department of Heavy Industry, 

New Delhi. 

3. Shri S. K. fihutnagar. Joint Secretary, 

Department of Defence Production, 

Ministry of Defence, New Delhi. 

4. Shri S. P. Balusubiamaninm, 

Joint Secretary (Fisheries), 

Department of Agriculture, 

Ministry of Irrigation and Agi iculture, 

New Delhi. 

5. Shri S. S. Gill, 

Joint Secretary (Shipyards), 

Minislry of Snipping and Tianspoit, 

New Delhi. 

6. Brig. O. P. Narula, 

Development Adviser (Ports), 

Ministry of Shipping and Transport, New Delhi. 

7. Nautical Adviser to the Government of India, 
Directorate General of Shipping, 

Ministry of Shipping and Transport, 

Bombay, 

8. Chief Surveyor to the Government of India, 
Directorate General of Shipping, 

(Ministry of Shipping and Transport), 

Bombay. 

9. Director of Naval Designs, 

Naval Headquartci s, New Delhi. 

10. Rear Admiral K. R. 1. Ramnalh, 

Chairman and Managing Dircctoi, 

Hindustan Shipyard Limited, 

Visakhapatnnm. 

11. VLe Admiral N. Krishnan, 

f hairman and Managing Director, 

Cochin Shipyard Limited, 

Cochin, 

12. Rear Admiral Krishan Dev, 

Chan man and Managing Directoi, 

Garden Reach Workshops Ltd., 

Calcutta. 

13. Rear Admiral E C. Kuruvilla, 

Chaiiman and Managing Diiectoi, 

Mazugaon Dock Ltd. Bombay. 

14. Commandei K. Chelliah. 

Chairman, Cential Inland WaLer Tiunsport Corpn., 
Calcutta. 

15. Capt. S. Prabhala, Dy. Gencial Munagei, 

Bharat Electronics Ltd., Bangaloie. 

16. Shri J. R. Trivedi, Geneial Manager, 

Scindia Workshops Limited, Bombay 
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17. Shri Uimikiishnpn, Direetor-in-Ch,n gc, 

Binny's Engineering Works Limited, Madras 

18. Brig. S. I’. Bhntfacharya, 

General Manager Salkia Unit, 

Uooghly Docking and Engg. Co., 12-Mission Rosy, 
Calcutta. 

10 , Admiral S, M. Nanda, Chairman and Managing 
Director, 

Shipping Corporation of India Ltd,, 

Bombay. 

20. Shri D. H. C. Storey, 

Great Eastern Shipping Co Ltd., 

Mercantile Bank Building, 

60, N. Ci. Road, Bombay. 

21. Shri R. Ci. Sathaye, 

Engineer Superintendent, 

The Scindia Steam Navigation Co, 

Bombay. 

22. Shri S. S. Marathe, 

Sachin Engineering Corporation; 

Marathe Udyog Bhavan, Bombay. 

23. Shri 3. C. Nnngia, Director, 

Gceta Engineering Works Pvt. T td, 

Bombay. 

24. Shri S. K, Sinhu, 

Manager, Dock Machinery Div, 

Garden Reach Workshop Ltd, 

Calcutta. 

25. Shri S. S, Dotiwala, Chairman, 

Shipbuilding, Repairing and Ancillary Div, 

Indian Engineering Association, N. Delhi. 

26. Chief Executive, 

Central Marine Design and Research Organisation, 
(when set up). 

27. Industrial Adviser (HME), 

Directorate General of Technical Development, 

New Delhi. 

28. Shu Gour Goswumi, 

Member, General Council of AITUC, 

J/179-A, Paharpur Road, Calcutta. 

29 Shri Shyamn Prosad Chowdhury, 

General Secretary, GRW Workers & Employees 
Union, 

P-132, Mudially Road, Garden Reach, 

Calcutta-24. 


30. Shri Satish Chandra, Development Officer, 

Directorate General of Technical Development, 

Udyog Bhavan, New Delhi. 

2. The functions of the Development Council shall be 
those as enumerated in (he Second Schedule to the Indus- 
tries (Development and Regulation) Act, 1951 (65 of 1951). 

3. Shri Satish Chandra, Development Officer, Directorate 
General of Technical Development, is heicby appointed to 
curry on the functions of the Secretary of the said Develop- 
ment Council. 

[F. No. 16-13 /75-H.M.II] 
S. M. GHOSH, Joint Secy. 


E^IEeR Atett fall Of B EETAtr 

(pww fwwrtt) 

Tf fcpA, fl 1976 

vio Wfo 2703.-— 4TTT AAs ettr 4 erAs brirwr 
wfarftrtnr, i9se iff eri 3 A tt-hri (i) % m (v) 


TT WEIR'S SRE grr mpr mAT W SlE ETE. A 2 3 E^T, 1476 
(srtre) A An ft^E A ER T rSTS <R ESIEjl Air f%fSTET 
An A SErfiAtST AFshER EETE WR "E gar A 2 1 W^E, 19 7 6 
A erAs ftfr-Ei AAe ss esse eeIAe fAn f i 

w m wfbfEEE A urt 3 A te-urt ( 1 ) ss ee- 
Ens tA gr» ettr ee% ?Rt ETRi ETER. petre 

At sRer fEstEE e'etee 5?) 9 sieeA, 19 ho A Aeteet 
ew 5 - 13 / s 8 -irt 0 1 if wrs At fEtEfAfiffE eAwe srA 
xwbj : — 

TIT 4, ETTT 3 A EE-HRI ( l) % ST? (t) T 

wAe EETAe trfriT % TFSEE TE EWI 2 eAr Ee 4 SSfEE 
sAPest % pete ir ffitTfriftET ee EHEt Ar srfsfR re Sr ; 
wAq ■ — 

“ 2 . tfrAsr aiETE wro wro ?tr, An An ee,' ueo, 

TT o A p Erf o ETfc*, 114., 0 Eo U+F 0 Elfn, An U"E 0 tirfo, 

eeAt^ee, ewfe An WAei An i" 

[4 n An 11 0 1 3 / 2 / 7 6-t(E A A] 

MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY PLANNING 
(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 6th July, 1976 

S.O, 2703. — Whereas the Central Government have, in pur- 
suance of clause (e) of suh-section (1) of section 3 of the 
India Medical Council Act, 1956, nominated Lt. General 
R. S Hoon, Director General, Armed Forces Medical Services, 
to be a member of the Medical Council of India, with effect 
from the 24th April, 1976 vice Air Maishal Ajit Nath, who 
retired on the 23id April, 1976 (after noon); 

Now, theicfore, in ptnsuance of sub-section (1) of section 3 
of the said Act, the Central Government hereby makes the 
following further amendment in the notification of the Gov- 
ernment of India, Ministry of Health and Family Planning 
No. 5-13/58-MI, dated the 9th January, I960, namely; — ■ 

In the said notification, under the heading “Nominated 
under clause (e) of sub-section (1) of section 3”, for serial 
No. 2 and the entry relating thereto, the following serial 
No. and entry shall be substituted, namely : — 

"2. Lt. Gen. R. S. Hoon, PVSM, AVSM, FAMS, PHS, 
Directore General, Armed Forces Medical Services”. 

[V. 11013/2/76-MPT] 

TU WR 2 704. — ETERI RITE (WElftlTE wfAEtfEA A 
ETjA) EfbfArE, 1971 ( 1 9 7 1 EE 40 ) A ETRT 3 STTT SFRI 
AeeA TI EE IE tA 517 AAs ETTTT rr^RT At A Ef 
ERE) % TIRE ( 1 ) 4 ERASTS WfWTlItA A ETETT % T M T Dt E 

wfitriA At % eA, it wfbftsE % EAUrErr eert Eftrrtft 
fEEEE eeA t tJt ete AAe tA ^ fr ee; trfHErrA eei erA 

% TTEE 2 4 fEpre EETtA RITE % EfilTR Ae A AElAf 
4 ErS WffffEEE tt |TRT FEEt EEFfE IRrT wfiFEtff TT EElE T^Er 
At ERET EfETRl A At tpT eA'A ti ETEE ET/EI I 

erA 

tN+iRA tiuieie eeetA riteJ A 'AEEr At 

eRjtr tta A RrrffA AEm 

eAMT, tA irfAT IRFXE PR, tA vYfEE =EE EFT, ReA T 
HmV 110006 'EfipFR As t e-A etseA 

ETETE I 

[Eo Ao 1 1 0 2 9/ 3 / 7 6-rtE (uETtA)] 
TEo 'AfEETEE, TT EbfE 
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S.O. 2704. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised 
occupants) Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), the Central Government 
hereby appoints the officer mentioned in column (1) of the 
fable below, being gazetted officer of Government, to be 
estate officer for the purposes of the said Act, and further 
directs that the said officer shall exercise the powers conferred 
and perform the duties imposed on the estate officer bv or 
under the said Act within the limits of her jurisdiction in 
respect of the public premises specified in column (2) 
of the said Table. 


ffn 

If fa famn ) 

df ftpiff , :t TfTpJ, 19 7 6 

wto 2706- — U'>m TrftTfatro, 1 son % truto 
RR ttot to™ ttrm ftor iff afdtjErtff % R-ffafRiTR % fanr 
if l" 


TABI.E 

1 2 


The Superintendent, Lady All Government aceommo- 
Reading Hoalth School, dation in. the Jurisdiction 
Delhi- MOOOfi. of Lady Reading Health 

School, Delhi- 

[No. D. ll029/3/76-N(MPT| 
S. SRINIVASAN, Dy. Secy. 

ft(o (no 2 7 05.--%’jf'T RTTO PTfHT Rfal[ (rstr) 

ftrtPTPTrf, 1975 ^Hrr i <6 Tthm (a) % r^rrr ft 
rt^r ttrRiTTr eutr % fatoR-faR wr nT rH sfF HH- 
fw T7?fr ft fjRtf rr; Hurtr^) rtr FT), Rtot : — 

r'Wpjt HHrtI (ff» «) 

rtp: «ireR<ts Rr?RR re* *rV. tori % ttH rIrr 

rpr % rtot % to m df- ttYt He sriftT He 
% hrt-rw ecc snrrl rEr Rf?t RR? rr to *t tffa, fare 
dirt *r efirn H wit. Rije rr * hpr-htwi tot Hr Rftt rrtr 
tor TOR w R fito ft. Hr. R?i *r r tf»RR Tr vV: rtto 
dtfr % htr wm Riff to tr sin retort tor Hr tot mto? 
tt rbH; r tor II ?$r % gm ft, Hr tot H wR Rrcto Ay tt, 
torr «nid IT eJIr % rk-rtr tt Hr ?tot ReTO He % rto 
5 >'t?rr ft, Hr Tgi il tot Hr tor tor He H rtr rpt Rip R* 
4 tr Hr R?t *fUR rWiptr iff torr Hat ft i 

[4wr trq; H 1 2 (.11 ()/ 3 »/ 7 6-T° RTOT° qfo 2] 
tTRo itRo toRRT, RTT Rfto 


f[R ft -'ll 9 SrfafRRR j 3 9 0 ( 1 8 9 0 4T 6) H HTTf 10 5HI 

rto rHrH "ft totr tor gir t Ujfr tout faRgr tort ft n~ 
RTTr % ■jr ftorrR Rtf Ttwr rf.rhi tout % stfb wTx 
H‘4TR Bret * rHr Sft 9 7. OS 6.0 (%iTfr tprrr ?rpi. 

Q*r) 4 ft TTfw toto todT urt H 12,86,10060 4; 1970-75 
3 hH»m % sputj Hittr rur % irPtHotr umi R rHH- 
'fftn Tfr wRiiq % k.tt jj R 12 , 86 , 002.92 tg 

TRTt RTftoT rtrrrt fRftr % 1 2,81,300 to $T 1976 "f 

4j- afRRR R7R7R "6 RRR 6t 'JRfVfdfiT'T nb 

ft I 

[R° 22-2l/7 S-off O iffo] 

RtRftJ toff, RR RfRR 


MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE AND IRRIGAT ION 
(Department of Attrlculture) 

New Delhi, the 3rd July, 1976 

■S.O. 2706.-— "In the mailer of reinvestment of the sceurties 
of the Sir Cusrow Wadia Trust Fund under the Charitable 
Endowments Act, 1890’’. 

In exercise of the powers conferred by section 10 of the 
Charitable Endowments Act, 1890 (6 of 1890), the Central 
Government hereby directs that the Treasurer of Charitable 
Endowments for India shall refund to the Secretary, Gov- 
ernment of Mahrashtra, Agriculture and Cooperation Depari- 
ments, Bombay a sum of Rs. 97.08 (Rupees Nintyseven and 
paise eight only) as being the un-invested capital balance, out 
of the reinvestment proceeds of 3% 1st Development Loan 
1970-75 for Rs. 12,86,100 of which Rs. 12,86,002.92 have 
been reinvested in the 4J% Maharashtra Government loan 
1976 for Rs. 12,81,300 on account of the Sir Cusrow Wadia 
Trust Fund. 

[No. 22-21/75-Genl. Coordl 
SANTOKH SINGH, Dy. Secy. 


S.O. 2705. — In pursuance of sub-n !e (3) of rule 1 of the 
Central Oo .rum' it Hcdlh Scheme (Madras) Rules, 1975, the 
Central Go. -1 iment hereby spec Acs die (Allowing further 
area in Mudra: to which the said 1 . les shall extend, namely : — 

Mylapore LA p uvsary (No. 6). 

On the nor h, starting front the junction of Mount Road 
and peters R- id at Thousand lights Mosques, proceed east 
along Peter’s .ioad-Besunt Road upto ils junction with the 
sea coast, proceed south along the coast upto its junction 
with Adyar River, proceed west along vvi.h Adyar river unto 
its junction with Mowbrays Garden II street at Boat Club 
Avenue, proceed north along Mowbrays Garden It street. 
Mowbrays Road upto its junction with Eldam’s Road, proceed 
west along Eldums’ Road upto its junction with Mount Road, 
proceed north along Mount Road to reach the starting point. 

[No. D. 12019/34/76-CC.HS II] 
N. S. BHATIA, Under Secy, 


WRRT sftr SmiTIR RtHTHR 

rT Pro'Ll , 3 1 - 1976 

Tto WTt> 2707. — RRHra ( RU T I fRWtof, 1958 % fRRR 
fl ^ RR fRRR ( 1 ) % RTR Rfto fTTR 8 RRfto RftrfRRR, 
1952 ( 1952 1R 37) 47) RRT 5 ( 1 ) % TOT RTR *Tftmfj 
4FT RRtR Tto fR, RT>PT6 R4^TOI 'RjrrfR rr^^ ijifc iffjjr 

4?T R RRR mto RY, ftoR R’RX Rtft ~t R5TR mTTppprr 

TrR 1R RTOT fRRTR ft I 

[RRRT M/.j/74-mtIorfro] 
RRo tor, RR RfRR 
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MINISTRY OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING 

New Delhi, Ihc 3rd July, 1976 

S.O. 2707, —In exercise of Ihe powers conferred by Sec- 
tion 5(1) of the Cinematograph Act, 1952 (37 of 1952) and 
Rule K read with sub-rule (1) of Rule 9 of the Cinemato- 
graph (Censorship) Rules, 1958, the Cential Government 
hereby appoints Suit, N, S. Mani as a member of the Advisory 
Panel of the Board of Film Censors at Madras with immediate 
effect until further orders. 


[No. 11/4/74-FC] 
S. GHOSE, Dy. Secy 


*0*17! ROTfaU 


And whereas no objections and suggestions have been receive- 
ed from the public on the said notice; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by rule 
434 (III) (bb) of the said Rules, the Director General Posts 
and Telegraphs hereby declares that with effect from 1-8-76 
the revised loc 4 area of Nagapattinam shall be as under ; 

Nagapaitiuam Telephone F xchunge Ssstem 

The local niea of Nagapattinam shall cover an area falling 
tinder the jiiiisdica<ion of Nagapattinam Municipality; 

Provided that Ihe telephone subscribers located outside 
Nagapattinam Municipal limit but who are served from 
Nagapattinam Telephone Fxchange System shall continue to 
pay local tariffs as long us they are located within 5 Kms of 
any exchange of this system and remain connected to it. 

[No. 3-13/74-PHB1 


(trr»n-priT «rT#) 

ffs fefat, 30 Tjff, 1076 

VToWTc, 2708 — ffPPTfffTPT n<fqsfa £ 

% if SRsft faff Tffrt 4?) 4Rff rfpff 77 trfrt- 

ttTff TT troPT TSff rt) 44 FRT £ trip fPTtnttTTUt fpprr ^ 

* mTR " r % fart rtuT fa ffrfafa nrr ffaRmsfar 1051 % 

434 ( 11 I)(rttrtf) (rt xfaftfrrr I 4Frrfaff4 rt 474 * hihr ; cfar 
if fffWTf) fff^^^TfrTtgTrpiT-rrrfa^^nir,^^ 
m wrfa f( qr 34 % rtr* 3*14 *> if) rt -4 ^rr rt 
^ ^ i rr#Y*» rt jo fan % *far ifart m w ^ , 

ttt fTfrr KffmHTw rtr 4 iwrt rt fart 22 fa? 107 s rtr 
rnrmr m rt wrfrtR gmf nf fa , 

-m ? 4ffr % 4 m nTErrotT if faf Tnuffan nfa 

tort nr r ff qf) §tt 1 

XHfw\ m fanrpfal It fan 134 (Til) (fa fa) ?RT 
sRcff nfarfa 4 tr mm 4 Rrt gxr s^t-ctr- 4 faffar 

faiff £, fa ffnfa 1 - 8-19 76 rt ffPFTfatm 4 T «Tlfa 4 4 tfafar 

wff T4 srern: farr ■ — 

4 PTqfafftr rtfafar mpfan wr^nr— nmfaffir *ft ngfafa tifa 
^ ^ ^ ffifffffaffff 447 nrfann- % t^rffam: n t? 4 T 

I 


fanj t rtfafar irnprartf fa fa uRFTfarnr ^ ^ 
rtm % mtm f^'ffrr & faff farj- nTtpi fann sfafarr ttfrrn 
rt rtfft mm snfa t rt m mmm rt faff) fa 
ff m 5 fafartfa qfa % fa ft fan nV inr = 44 *, 
rt fa r'm ppt ?fa r^rmn ^ ^ if ^ t 

[ff 3-l.t/7 l-TTo rT ?0 


MINISTRY OF COMMUNICATIONS 
(P & T Board) 

New Delhi, the 30(h June, 1976 


wioUTiJ 2709. — Stfrrtfa tgjffwr % 

RTffffiT efa 4 nn?fi fail srrrt apt w fan fafaft nr 74 nffanff 
44 srnm orrt Tf bwt > ifa nrtnmTTtiT nnnr nn ffnrf 
'•4H 4 mO % fart w fa 4174)4 mr fannm t f i 1951 % fagR 
434 (ITl) (#1 rtf) rt sirtfan ^ rtffrrrft rt nfa wjin t t qrtf 
ir ffatrfa) rfa rtt rtfa 3nrt tfar wr nr fa tr rt nfa 4rt? 
nrtf !mfai rrr mfa tjsitt pf 4t rt Tff tjw % ffmfaff 
pfa 4 >t mfrar rt 30 fartt rt rtfar rtnrt m w ntrt 1 

nw tjnnr ffrttmmn rtf stertT) rt fart 1 6 n 1 8 

1975 rtt ‘faHIRHU.’ ffnRTRl <FST rt sppTfirRT 4RT? fff «ft I 

Tfff tjw % nfdT rt nr nromr rt rtr4 omfemt rtfa 
ffTHTT fflRT ff?f gtr I 

wfart 3W TFT iHtUUnr-rt rt fanff 434(111) (4t 41) SRT 

nsTfr nfanrtt tt rnTfa 4Rrt jr ffpifaivist, ^pp-ffre rt rtffan 
fanr t, fa ffrrt 4 r 1-8-1976 rt fanroT tt Rnrtfn rturtfnn 
m 14 smr pfar : 

rtff4trrtr MrtH pwrtff tumFR — (midt "ft Frrrtfa Tfa 
mft p'rtT rtt fa wrt tot TTfanr rt rtwTfsrrn: rt nsm 

t 

far^ rt 241*6)4 nrtl'tr+TiT rtt fa rto+irt) nowfan rtluT 
rt 5777 fart £ fanj fafa rttTTFfr rtrtron mnirtfa rtwit rt 
rtm btft pfrtl rt rt 74 RRFiirr rt frtrtt vft nrortm rt nn to s 
fastlrtJzT rt trtnr fanff rtfa 74 4 rm rt *^rt rTi 
m UT Rinrtltr t!J?t6 47 rt 4414*1) rtrtff I 

[rto 3 - 13/7 4 _c ft 0 nnc rtf] 


S.O. 2709. — Whcicas a public notice for revising the local 
area of Tenkasi Telephone Exchange System was published as 
required by rule 434 fllljfbb) of the Tndian Telegraph 
Rules, 1951 in the Newspapers in circulation at Tenkasi, invit- 
ing objections and suggestions from all pci sons likely to be 
allecled thereby, within a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of the notice in the Newspaper; 


S.O. 2708. — Whereas a public notice for revising the loc 
.11 ea of Nagapattinam Telephone I xehange System was pul 
. u as required by rule 434 (lH)(bb) of the Indian Pel, 
t aph Rules, 1951 m the Newspapers in circulation at Naci 
pattimrin, mvitmg objeclions and suggestions horn all pe 
srrns likely (o be affected thcieby, within a period of 30 day 
1 10 m the date of publication of the notice in the New- paper 


And whereas the said notice was made available 
public on 22nd M ry 1975 in newspaper ‘Indian 
Madurai; 


to the 
Express' 


50 GJ/76 — 3 


And whereas the said notice was made available to the 
public on 16(h and 18th November 1975 in newspaper 
‘Dinamalar’; 


And whereas no objections and suggestions have been re- 
ceded from the public on the said notice; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
rule 434 (III) (bb) of the said Rules, the Director General 
Posts and Telegraphs hereby declares that with effect from 
1-8-76 the revised local area of Tenkasi shall be a* under; 
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Tenkasi Telephone Exchange System 

The local area of Tenkasi shall cover an area falling under 
the jurisdiction of Tenkasi Municipality; 

Provided that the telephone subscribers located outside I 
Tenkasi Municipal limit but who are served from Tenkasi ’ 
Telephone Exchange System shall continue, to pay local tariffs l 
as long as they are located within 5 Kms of any exchange of j 
this system and remain connected to it. 

[No. 3-13/74-PHB1’ 

REoRtTo 2710 . — YeY^ 1 YV 4)1 A ERERfa 5RETET % RET- 

tPt sfar r errY fYY eiY Yt etee ftnr whff re ^ rFere 
re snrm r*Y Yt Yrteet t tpp rYetorri ^ret ee eerY 
wroft % fYY Yet f¥ ETTffar etc fERRiRYt 1951 % fYRE 
434 (III) (aft afy ) Y ttYfwr t tflEYUls; Y REf EE IRR rtY Y 
fEEERft *ft ttftr "3 a A Ryu ERT *tT fY die Y yte Er) 
reeFt it et eeY rY£ ^rer if Yt Y te ’jeet % EEEfYE 
itY rY dTft^ Y 30 fYYt % Ytun: YeY w tc fii 

ere ^eet eYeieter rY EtEREtt Y fYY ic 4 is wan: 
1975 ait ‘ftTnmrc’ EErm: re 4 reePre reiY r^ aft 1 

ERE HJSETT Y EETt Y DPT TTTKITW it YtY ETEfYET xffT 
RpTIE ETE E#f I 

lEfYY be ere Fmpmt Y Pm 434(111) (YrYt) irt 
ERIE wpRPff 'ft ERPT REST gt EflfaSlI'L EIRHTR ?t EtfEE 
Pmn t, fY mfttff i-a-76 it 'faster? re ertYIe YurtfaE far 
TE EREE g>rr :— 

YexYeti sYtYlE tpR^N «eeeet — re treYe 
(Sw ar^t ePit aft fY vN*Vth tot eYere Y Wnm: % beYe 

RSnT$ 

fY^ Y Mere ipfPWfit Yt fY alnvYdio REm i F i R i 
iftRT % bt^r: pm $ feg eY[ YebYetr YYIeYe iprtYe sextet 
Y Yet exit |Pft Jip mw % fYYt Yt urttYe iu? w 
5 fYYWiEx |ft Y 4 Pr Pm xiY rF: *r sextet Y e? xfit 
be er? f*ti4Pt ww ir ir RxrxYt reY 1 

[Yo 3 - 13/74 xto t'Ro Yfo] 

S.O. 2710. — Whereas a public notice for revising the local 
area of Shencottah Telephone Exchange System was pub- 
lished as required by rule 434 (Ell)fbb) of the Indian Tele- 
graph Rules, 1951 in the Newspapers in circulaion at Shen- 
cottah, inviting objections and suggestions from all persons 
likely to be affected thereby, within a period of 30 days 
from the date of publication of the notice in the News- 
papers; 

And whereas the said notice was made available to the 
public on 16th and 18th November 1975 in newspaper 
‘Dinamalar’; 

And whereas no objections and suggestions have been 
received from the public on the said notice; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
rule 434 (Hl)(bb) of the said Rules, the Director General 
Posts and Telegraphs hereby declares that with effect from 
1-8-76 the revised local area of Shencottah shall be as 
under; 

Shencottah Telephone Exchange System.-,— 1 The local area of 
Shencottah shall cover an area falling under the jurisdiction 
ot, Shencottah Municipality; 

Provided that the telephone subscribers located outside 
Shencottah Municipal limit but who are served from Shen- 
cottah Telephone Exchange System shall continue to pay 
local tariffs as long as they are located within 5 Kms of any 
exchange of this system and remain connected to it. 

[No. 3-13/74-PHB1 


fffo STTo 1711. — mW R;REpftE<jta 

if extY fYY xnY rY arm fm sffflf rt s jt RftMff r> r jertr r»Y 
R'RTW I RT rYrTSTRRT m miY 3fRTrff V 

fiTR fa VTRffEr RRfWTRpfr 1951 % fffRR 434 (HI) 
(sft Rf) if XErfWR | HRE fffR if RTT ffffFRK RRf if ftTPft 

wtrUt 

Y e rr ^ <frf pf Yr Y ijmr % wrim ^TY rY 
mYNr Y 3 o fYYf Y YFr YttY rtt w i 

fmr rYrturrt rY 3 tppfrnY ^ fair 19 wr-t, 1975 
rY 'ERR 1JTrR J R 'fYRTWR’ 3TRTRR RYt' Y SRTfYlT RRTf 
Rf YI I 

3T11 Y TfR Y dT RTHRdY qfff RlRffREt YiT ^BTR 

RPd ffff ft[ I 

^rIYY EdEdi fYRRTRYr % fYRR 434 (HI) (»M) URT 

RRtT ErfTRtff RR RRtR TRY RffrfYYiinT, RTRt-RR Y YlfYd %RT 

I, far i-s-76 Y Yrr w: *pt RnYfR Rwtfad YR 

rtr |mr ; — 

Yrr rpr YrYrYw RR*rN «RRTT — YEE RfR RR TmfPT 
ffta Cmr Yt fY Yre rrx SYH'W r[RRYd Y 5 fY° Yfo 

StYr r 7; % Ci - n 4 R RRdT ^ I 

fYff R? WfRr ’tfWR Y 'fCRTRPifft Rift RT bYt fYRRdYYI' 
YsfaYff Yidtd Y 5 fY» Yr° etYr ^Y yY Yjt w ^Prr 1 

[Yo 3-1 3/7 4 J fI»l[R(oYVe) 

S.O, 2711, — Whereas a public notice for revising the local 
area of Sankamagar Telephone Exchange System was pub- 
lished as required by rule 434 (lll)(bb) of the Indian Tele- 
graph Rules, 1951 in the Newspapers in circulation at 
Sankarnngar, inviting objections and suggestions from all 
persons likely to be affected thereby, within a period of 30 
days from the date of publication of the notice in the .News- 
papers; 

And whereas the said notice was made available to the 
public on 19th November 1975 in Newspapers 'Malai 
Murasu' and ‘Dina Malar’ ; 

And whereas no objections and suggestions have been 
received from the public on the said notice; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by rule 
434 (in)(bb) of the said Rules, I he Director General Posts 
and Telegraphs hereby declares that with effect from 1-8-76 
the revised local area of SHnkarnagar shall be as under; 

Sankamagar Telephone Exchange System. — The local area 
of Sankamagar shall cover an aiea falling within 5 Kms radial 
distance from Sankamagar Telephone Exchange; 

Provided that in South this limit shall be restricted to 
Tambraparuni River and the line of 5 Kms radial distance 
from Tirimelveli. 

[No. 3-1 3/74-PHB] 

EfT° RtT 0 2712. — RERT iYtYYT RRrYe EpRWT Y 

^rtYr sY? Y rrYJ fYY rtiY Yt rhe fYa YpY rt rh Rfr- 
rYr RE STRTR RRY rY YiTTRET I RT rYrTSIFtr 1JRET ee eerY 
RriEREY Y fYR ^ETfY RTeYPt ER fYRETREf 195 1 Y fYRR 
434(111) (Yt Yt) Y RlYfYEs) RRR7E Y 'RET EETER RRtf Y 
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finrreft Trff <55T w «rr fa xk ff ufa 

rfff 'trrrfTT gf qr Tfa fjtnTT iff fft $ % sPErfafi 

ffrif *k ffkkr 4 30 faff % ffknc ffarff <frr «b< i 

TfB gqrt sffffTHm T?r TiTBRf % faq 10 wr, 1975 
fffffr ^prmr q?r 'fa #«bt nfffaW 4 sPBifarr writ >rf fff 1 
ttb fjxrrr % ttr if tt qrttTRT ir Tiff tmfrrrt Rk *pw 
tttt |T 1 

^frfaq w t^b fagTiwr % fk^nr 434 (iii) (griff) 
ffixr srw wfafaf vr snfr*r trt 5 ^ TfrfaffwB, xpb-ctk 4 fftfaw 

faqT vf, fa cnfrar i-a-19 76 if TRffw •Bf wmrir ffaTffbct 

htt spbr gkvr ■ — 

ifffw SNftpkr CnffRTT WEtW BfnRTTT BT FTEffa T^f 
grin 5fr fat Trkrr tr Trfam % ^rrfHFR ff fxirr 1 1 

fang if kff#r swfwtrf 3 ft fa qnrfsr tr ttIw ?iTrt ff 
fkitr ^ fV-'i 4 1 * j i r i Rflk-T 4A If fkr 

sxtt ^'frff | 4 ?a ®wit % faifr fft tuARf w w 5 
fafarifter rff % #r fm 7 |ff xrk sRpTr if f|ff 
w tb wiffrir ijfb r ff ^remr Tkff 1 

[fTo 3-2/74-<frotfafojffo] 

S.O. 2712.- — Whereas a public notice for revising the local 
area of Warangal Telephone Exchange System was published 
as required by rulo 434 (IIT)(bb) of the Indian Telegraph 
Rules, 1951 in the Newspapers in circulation at Warangal, 
inviting objections and suggestions from all persons likely to 
be affected thereby, within a period of 30 days from the 
date of publication of the notice in the Newspapers; 

And whereas the said notice was made available to the 
public on 10th November 1975 in daily Newspaper ‘‘The 
Deccan Chronicle”; 

And whereas no objections and suggestions have been 
received from the public on the said notice; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
rule 434 ilU) (bb) of the said Rules, the Director General 
Posts and Telegraphs hereby declares that with effect from 
1-8-1976 the revised local area of Warangal shall be as 
under; 

Warangal Telephone Exchange System. — The local area of 
Warmngal shall cover an area falling under the jurisdiction 
of Warangal Municipality; 

Provided that the telephone subscribers located outside 
Warangal Municipal limit but who are served from Warangal 
Telephone Exchange System shall continue to pay local tariffs 
as long as they ate located within 5 Rms of any exchange of 
this system and remain connected to it. 

[No. 3-2/74-PHBJ 

VTo WTo 2713- — faJWTTST ffrifarif tfffRfa igRTf % RTTfffu 
tld' ff XRff faff sprit # 4Tqvr Pur wrifr r tf*r qfkrffr Br 
g«tFT TXT <tff TOPr I tfB TffrttTRT tTTTT TT TXlff WETBlff 
fff fartr ffpT fat TTOffa tTK rimpfat 195 1 B Pm 4 3 4 (iii ) 
(fft fft) if Tfffatr | fffwfriT ir Tpp ppprTR Twr if fTwrff 
nf fff nk TTir Ttgr iwr qr far spk if Tfa Uff wFrftr 
ft tt Tfft ijgRr eit i tpsr % airfara gffr xff 

mffw ft 30 fafff % ffffpt ffTT <BT WST T? I 

Ttfi tfatwaRTT Tff Tmrft ff: farq 12 s<tirt, 1970 
fff 'nfa<ta tfTTfftr 1 T 13 ^rTTffr, 1976 Tff ‘'RPgT TfaTT'' tTTT- 
tk Trf if srwrfwfr TRtf Tf fff 1 

.Tffi mTTT ^ TrR if tit TmRvr if Tfff RNfaPTf tfk giTPT 

HTtr Tgf 1 


wfapf gyg fawrrif % farr 434 ( 111 ) (fftfff) sttt 

trt wfawf >trr srffPr Tiff |tr T^rfaffwT, xtt-mt t ffrfTT 

faTT far fllfriJ 1-8-1976 if PrspTTT^T TT RTFTfT ffriffafU 
w tfaiT 5>rr ; — 

farrarm fritwfa tfatfaNr «m*rr — fanTTrsT BTrffk 

^?r gkr 5tf fa fjMTgm tr TrffaTT ffr iffyrfewR if txti 

far^ HeftTik TuriPRif 5fr fa fTJrTTrpr w Ttfarw fffrT 
^ 3T^T fkpr I f*R5 fapf fffTTTTXT SvffalFT tfTOffn WNPfTT 
ffffTTSTTTT ftfff | ff W BTTRTT % fatfff »ff Cwrifaf if W 
(PTt 5 fakkkR^Pf ffkt fasrff tNi tff7: tt «tTAn ir wi 
T^ff ttT TTT NITfffT R ff WTTgfff I 

[ffo 3-2/74-TtotrTo3pfo] 


S.O. 2713. — Whereas a public notice for revising the local 
area of Vijaywada Telephone Echango System was published 
as required by rule 434 (IIl)(bb) of the Indian Telegraph 
Rules, 1951 in the Newspapers in circulation at Vajaywada, 
inviting objections and suggestions from all persons likely to 
be affected thereby, within a period of 30 days from the 
date of publication of the notice in the Newspapers; 

And whereas the said notice was made available to the 
public on 12th January 1976 in Newspaper ‘Indian Express’ 
and on 13th January 1976 in newspaper "Andhra Pradesh”; 

And whereas no objections and suggestions have been 
received from the public on the said notice; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by rule 
434 (IH)(bb) of the said Rules, the Director General Posts 
and Telegraphs hereby declares that with effect from 1-8-76 
the revised local area of Vijaywada shall be as under; 

Vijayawada Telephone Exchange System — The local area 
of Vijaywada shall cover, an area falling under the jurisdic- 
tion of Vijaywada Municipality; 

Provided that the telephone subscribers located outside 
Vijaywada Municipal limit but who arc served from Vajay- 
wada Telephone Exchange System shall continue to pay 
local tariffs us long as they are located within 5 Kms of any 
exchange of this system and remain connected to it. 

[No. 3-2-/74-PHB] 


TTTo trto 2714. — fksrTTfxr fffriffiFB ipTO Slffairir tpRTffk 

sttrit ffiRnffrir ff srrrJ faff th% iff tutt far wriff r w 
Tfknfa spr rdpr Tjff >fa $ ffa frffdTSRvr tron tt twxff 

TTHTTOI % fadf ffrr fa TfrcfflT SR faWTtft 1951 % Pm 
434 (iii) (ffffff) Sr xfafwr | fajmr?T wkfffap ffRrr ff 
tfrmR Rff ff farfaf irt fff sffT irt tt fa Tk 

ff qft ^ wrrl\t £f qr Tfff gfrrx fff ff 

ff; TWTftlfT ijtff Tff tTkrar ff 30 fafff % ffkR ffsfff *BT TTSJ ik I 

ftfftrmm ^tMrrkf ^ ffar j 2 emk, 76 
Tff tfaTT tpFsffff ffk 13 ; 5RTff, 76 Tf WFU TfdTT flTNR 
T^f if STRfttd TRk Tf «ff I 

TdS tjTTl % TdT if 3TT dTETRTr ff <Bfi y ufaml ffk ^RT<T 
TTET T?ff Jtf | 

WfwtT trr TIB faTTTTvft ^ fffTT 434(iii ) (fff fff) ffRJ 
TRT srffBfff TT Wfa TRff gtf TifTfaffWTt XPB-TR if fffffftT 
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faun ft, fagiffa 1-8-7 8 4 fffffffffTTt ff!T<>4o WT wfaff 
iftlfag faw faT ffWTT pin : — 

ffamrit wltrtftWfR’TO nfftfa ®«w— Pra«roffi 

fatfiffa tmr wt wfakr efa gfa faffi fat ft ftTOJi nfafr- 
ffa wwi Jfaftfa ffffirtfa 4 s fto 4fa Rffa ^fa fa fagfa 
ffffffT ft, 

ft;| ff$ 4kn faw^r 4 'pwifal nr, ^ 4 fajff fa? tfk 
nnj5 fas fffasrrg tt s/s ftfarfm gw, faur fas tfk stffWT 
flff gw, gnT-ffftffff 4 fan faff gw, fak ffffaff Sr ffamm 
giR qrfawT fa 4krr m tfanl i 

(4° 3-2/74-410 ffffofao] 

S.O. 2714. — Whereas a public notice for revising the local 
aiea of Vijaywada Industrial Estate Telephone Exchange 
System was published as required by rule 434 (IllXbb) of 
the Indian Telegraph Rules, 1951, in the Newspapers in cir- 
culation at Vijaywada Industrial Estate, inviting objections 
and suggestions from all persons likely to be allectcd there- 
by, within a period of 30 days from the date of publication 
of the notice in the newspapers; 

And whereas the said notice was made available to the 
public on 12th January 1976 in newspaper ‘Indian Express’ 
and on 13th January 1976 in newspaper “Andhra Patrika'’; 

And whereas no objections and suggestions have been 
received front the public on the said notice; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by rule 
434 (III)(bb) of the said Rules, the Director General Posts 
and Telegraphs hereby declares that with effect from 1-8-76 
the revised local area of Vijaywada Industrial Estate shall 
be as under ; 


Vijaywada Industrial Estate Telephone Exchange System - 

The local area of Vijaywada Industrial Estate shall cover 
an area falling within 5 Kms radial distance from the Vijay- 
wada Industrial Estate Telephone Exchange; 

Provided that this limit shall be restricted to Krishna River 
in South, to Km 5/5 on Bandur Road and Kanuru Road 
junction, Kanuru Road and Donka Road in East, to Ring 
Road in North-West, and boundary of Vijaywada Municipal- 
ity in West. 

[No. 3-2/74-PHB1 

Via Wo 2715 , — TrffffffTTff Sfftfaff ffW#ff SfffftffT % Rusk 

faff 4 ffffffl ffafa ffft fa qrgg fag faff! fafafag wr 

ffffiff qfaj fa ffwrggr ft ffw gefaram gg ggfa wigwrfa 
% faff ft greffa mr ffarffrgfa 1951 % ffarg 434 (iii) 
(4141) 4 farfsrg ft orwwre if grtj mgrr isr 4 ftwftr 
ttS <41 ffffa; gg4 fair ggr stt ft far fa* 4 fag faf wrwfk 
ftl wr ggfa wit gffTPT ftf gj 3 ffg Tpgr % irwTfag 414 fa 
gifra 4 30 ftgf fa farrc 4ff4 wi gws ^ 1 

ggr ffffa fmTMKff fa ffrgwrfa fa faff 12 wgwfa, 76 
fa ffftiig ffwffff Rh: 13 ffgqfa, 7 6 wr mu ifawT ggrffn: 
ffffl 4 smfag writ fa 1 

srrr gggr % sm: 4 gg gram 4 wft wrfkwr 
mg gftl gff 1 

farffaff m sw PtottoFi fa Pm 434 (iii) (4141) 
ittt msr fagwl wr miff wfar gff ggiPfafTT, wrw-gre 4 fafag 
faro ft, ft grfai t-s-7 6 4 grwgT'rk wr Tfafto faflftrg fag 
ffff 5TWR fttffT : 


Tumriff Jfafaq ffggfaw ' ww at ptttfau 

fag «nfl ftmr faft rntWR tfafag ffWTffff 4 5 fw« fao 
fffaff tj(fa % farfar wsgr ft , 

ftrg faffT gAT 4 ffagqffTffT-^Ttqrff fafa Tr?g gw, 
ufam 4 ftsmtffT gvr urfawr fa 4far gw, far gfarg 4 ftg 
faff, fagwT -fiff 4k grafa faff ftrfa i 

[go 3 - 2 / 7 4-fao ffgo fao] 

S.O. 2715. — Whereas a public notice for revising the local 
area of Ramavarapaddu Telephone Exchange System was 
published as required by rule 434 (111) (bb) of the Indian 
Telegraph Rules, 1951 in the Newspapers in circulation at 
Ramavarapaddu inviting objections and suggestions from all 
persons likely to be affected thereby, within a period of 30 
days from the dale of publication of the notice in the news- 
papers; 

And whereas the said notice was made available to the 
public on 12th January 1976 in newspaper ‘Indian Express’ 
and on 13th January 1976 in newspaper “Andhra Patrika"; 

And whereas no objections and suggestions have been 
leceived from the public on the said notice; 

Now, therefore, in exercise ol (he power conferred by 
rule 434 (III)(bb) of the said Rules, the Director General 
Posts and Telegraphs hereby declares that with effect from 
1-8-76 the revised local area of Ramavarapaddu shall be as 
under; 

Ramavarapaddu Telephone Exchange System. — The local 
area of Ramavarapaddu shall cover an area falling within 5 
Kms. radial distance from the Ramavarapaddu Telephone 
Exchange ; 

Provided that this limit shall be restricted to Vijaywada 
Mustabad .Railway line in the North, boundary of Vijaywada 
Municipality in the West and Ring Road, Denka Road and 
Kanuru Kesarnpalli Road in the South. 

[No. 3-2/74-PHB] 


wto 2716 .— fatfa kfafaq ffwm !iR?tr 4 iqrfaq sfar 
4 gfal faff wt 4 fa gm fag trffff qr m gkffqg wr ffffTff 
gs4 fa ffffTffgr ft ffW ffftfiTUTTvi tjffgr gg ggfa ffmifa ftt 
faff %r ft ffTTfag grc ffarnTfa 1 9 s 1 % 4 m 434 (iii) 
(fafa) 4 farfag ft ffkfa 4 grr ffffrgrr ifa 4 fffwfaf fa 
41 xfk gg4 wi?r ggr nr ft <g ffk 4 ffk ffrft wfa wrfffa 
ftt ffr gg% fa^ gsrig fa 41 4 ’,q p % wfag fa4 fa 
grfau 4 30 ftfa % fanr 4ff4 wr wcj fat; 1 

ggt gggr g4ffruK°T fa ffigwifa % faff 1 2 wggfa, 7 s 
*fa ftftffg ffffgHg 41 t 13 gggfa, 7 6 fa srffHgfaTr imR 
gfa 4 nwrfag gft 41 1 

gw qggr % gnT 4 wg gtarmr 4 wif ffrrfaiTi wk ging 
utr gfa ftff 1 

Tfffaff m tw fgffffmr w fggg 4,14 (ijj) (fafa) 
Bttt fffffi rifaffl wr sr4tff wfa gff ffifag^mw, ffrw-gn: g fafqg 
ftn ft, ft gkfa 1 - 8-76 4 ffkfa wr m4ff ffklfag fag ffg 
stwr fagr : 

ffltfa gfafag n-tttkrfa «im«rt— faffa ;?,t naqfaq ifag qfa 
fagr 4r ft 4kfa gfafag ffwgfa 4 5 ft- gfo Rfagfal'ffr 
faggg ifan ft, 



2593 


Sec. 3 (ii ) 1 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JULY 24, 1976/SRAVANA 2, 1898 


Pirj m 4197 5for9-9nr99 4 jcotrA, 4for«r >j4 4 Ti^rr* 
i/faffa 949 A 9 4 5 faro 41= xr/far tA A 9 TT 4 , tttt 4 
%r. qRTrAf fhr At T?r7-qfs99 4 AjtAs At At 
titur it s/s <ito ?pfr 1 

[ffo .3-2/ 74-410 9=4o q)o] 

S.O. 2716. — Whereas a public notice for icvising the local 
aiea of Poranki Telephone Exchange System was published 
as required by rule 434 (TII)(bb) of the Indian Telegraph 
Rules, 1951, In the Newspapers in circulation at Paranki, in- 
viting objections and suggestions from all persons likely to 
be affected [hereby, within a petiod of 30 days from the 
date of publication of the notice in the Newspapers; 

And whereas the said notice was made available to the 
public on 12th January 1976 in newspaper “Indian Express’ 
and on 13th January 1976 in newspaper “Andhra Patrika”: 

And whereas no objections and suggestions have been 
received from the public on the said notice; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
rule 434 (lll)(bb) of the said Rules, the Director General 
Posts and Telegraphs hereby declares that with effect from 
1-8-76 the revised local area of Poranki shall be as under; 

I’oranki Telephone Exchange System. — The local area of 
Poranki shall cover an area falling within 5 Kms. radial 
distance from Poranki Telephone Exchange: 

Provided that this limit shall be restricted to Krishna River 
in the South-West, line of 5 Kms radial distance from 
Kankipaddu Telephone Exchange in the South-East, Kanuru 
Kesarapalli Road in North and !Kms 5/5 on Bandar Road 
and Kanuru Road Junction in North-West. 

INo. 3-2/74-PHBj 

ft 0 «tt» 2717 . — 9*9=57 fffft toflAff 94 999 *94747 % ptA 

4 4 4 A fai4 =Tt4 % 4744 f=3R AA TT T9 8*1/494 44 5T9T9 
194 4ft 99T447 | 9=9 9/979779 TjRffl* =99 93tA ITRiprA <9 
faff ■flffr far WTata dir f 4 q 9 R 5 ff 1951 % f 449 4.34 (iii) 
(A A) 4 £ ifrrRfarTc 4 4TT 997947 9 A 4 f 9 <m/f 

fff A A 7 =3*44 499 99t «tr far Tff 4t/ 4 qfa rjfy A/ xturfar 
A 91* 94% A/ 7J974 A eft 4 T9 94*47 % 5747/4*9 |R A 
97/W 4 30 fatfr % 41777 99/ 44 To qrf I 

rrtfi 77=447 77447747=04 A 9R9rA % faff 12 944A, 7 6 

4T7 <ff%94 P477477 A7 13 4744A, 7 b A 47EW qfa«F 9 99 PTR 

TSTt 4 SRtrfaif 4777 / nf A i 

rJTK ^=441 % 947 4 =44 97S774 4 44/ XTPTfaqT At Tjnpf 
3TT c fr 4?t I 

?9fap m ftmrff/l % hm 434 (iii) (AA) 

sirr 51447 vrfaA 4rr trr 4774 §9 9SffA94r, 979-977 4 Affar 
ftrur far 9r/fta i-s-7fl 4 uwffffa 4rr FqrA 4 9 AFu 4 3*9 

T9 57444 ^tnr . 

77474 fat/ tit/faffa 949V9 *94797— 997rfafT 4T7 ErqAq W 9 
4^t ^747 4tfar 997Tfaf7 AAA4 949=49 4 5 faro 4to TRfar 
s/1 % 77444 9?^ r A 

fa“3 q-jj 777177 q/ 4 9Rfat Tfa 97 22 faro 4to 94 ; §)A | 

[ffo 3-2/7 4-440 990 sfto] 

S.O. 2717. — Whereas a public notice for revising the local 
area of Marini I ngiri Telephone nxuhango System was pub- 
lishcd as required by rule 434 (JllXbb) of the Indian Tele- 
graph Rules, 1951 in the Newspapers in circulation at 


Mangalagiri, inviting objections and suggestions from all 
persons likely to be affected thereby, within a peribd of 
30 days from the date of publication of the notice in the 
Newspapeis; 

And whereas the said notice was made available to the 
public on 12th January 1976 in newspaper 'Indian Express’ 
and on 13th January 1976 in newspaper “Andhra Patrika”; 

And whereas no objections and suggestions have been 
received from the public on the said notice; 

Now=, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by rule 
434 (111) (bb) of ihe said Rules, the Director General Posts 
and Telegraphs hereby declares that with effect from 1-8-76 
the levised local area of Mangalagiri shall be as under : 

Mangalagiri Telephone Exchange System. — The local arcu 
of Mangalagiri shall cover an area falling within 15 Kms. 
radial distance from Mangalagiri Telephone Exchange; 

Provided that this limit shall be restricted to Kms 22 on 
Tenali Road in East. 

[No. 3-2/74-PHB] 


44° U7o 2718. — 97974T4 SAA9 44774=9 *4*7747 % 79741=4 

4 99=41 fa=4 7fr4 *ffa 91*94 faT4 414*1 T7 94 917444 44 5pq74 
4T9 77T1T94I | U=F 7749677=09 4=447 94 994>1 41994/1 

fan 39r f«k 977414 477 f449r97ft 1951 % 1449 4 3 4 (iii) 
(jff'Jf ) 4 X7fffa79 ^ ^J4Tr4r9 4 9P=7 997477 991 4 f444=?lT 
9f 4 t 4ft 444 95t 997 47 far 59 9lfa 4 9fc 9^ Atf 919% 
gt 91* Tlf q«74 5f 4t 4 ,9 ff94r % 94rrfvr4 ifl4 4ff 

97/lTir 4 30 fcftl % 41777 '944 44 4757* 4t/ I 

99» 944T TTWriitTXn *fa 97744/1 fa^ 12 944A, 7 6 
44 ^fl99 94949 417 1 3 444fa, 7 6 9*1 99 ti 9fa=9f 9974T7 
45ft 4 5744fal9 4T7t/ 9/ 41 I 

479 7f997 % 4777 4 99 979779 4 44/ ^TTfamt 4^7 §1814 
51T C 9 9??r 59 I 

T9faff 99 995 199974/1 % 1999 434 (iii) (4141) ?I7r 
999 Vtffafal 4tr 579)9 4774 gU 95[f9/?79, 9T47-9R: 4 *y4fttr 
fat9T t, fat 977lnr 1-8-7 6 4 9<=9T9PT 44 74 t 419 99*1199 539 
T9 9447 ffaTf ■ 

9V9T9T9 /tffajfa 9W9W9 *99797 — 5J79H779 4=r 797719 Axt 

45 I 5 I 9 r 41 fat ^ 79 T 9 T 4 ifffaiM 947749 4 5 faro 9 I 0 wAff 

47 xfaifa 9197 I, 

fa99 95 4197 9f749 4 9Rr 417 74747919 S/faflff 949=49 
4 5 faro 41= wAff 9A 9T54, 5^09 4 q/Afa g/pRET 94774=51 
4 5 faro 41o 9 A 9 t^A 7TR9, 9tT q/ 4 947479 e4Kl4 999- 
49 4 5 faro Ao 9 A 9 9A 9459 44T ^ifl | 

[4o 3—2/ 74— 41 09=40410] 

970 9T0 At, faSvrqr /R (/) 


S.O. 2718. — Whereas a public notice for revising the local 
area of Mustabad Telephone Exchange System was published 
as requited by rule 434 (III)(bb) of the Indian Telegraph 
Rule,, 1951 in the Newspapers in circulation at Mustabad, 
inviting objcciions and suggestions fiom all persons likely to 
be affected thereby, wilhin a persiod of 30 days from the 
date of publication of [he notice in the Newspapers; 
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And whereas the said notice was made available to the 
public on 12th January 1976 in newspaper ‘Indian Express’ 
and on 13th January 1976 in newspaper “Andhra Patrika"; 

And whereas no objections and suggestions have been 
received from the public on the said notice; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by rule 
434 (111) (bb) of the said Rules, the Director General Posts 
and Telegraphs hereby declares that with effect from 1-8-76 
the revised local area of Mustabad shall be as under; 

Mustabad Telephone Exchange System. — The local area of 
Mustabad shall cover an area falling within 5 Kms radial 
distance from Mustabad Telephone Exchange; 

Provided that this limit shall be restricted to the line of 
3 Kms radial distance from Nunna and Ramavarapaddu 
Telephone Exchanges in the West, line of 5 Kms radial dis- 
tance from Peranki Telephone Exchange in South and line 
of 5 Kms radial distance from Gannavaram Telephone 
Exchange in East. 

[No. 3-2/74-PHB] 
P, N. KAUL, Dirt, of Telephones (E) 


SPT RsTTHR 
srtiri 

R'S ftFsff, 24 Rtf, 1970 

tPTo WT° 2719: — RWTC nft TUT ^ fa Sftft R9TJRT 

*r fafMW fwfr % arnt *r Rttf sfte *fro rffo falRra 

Rff TTWfftft HWl fTRUPTf ftmT TTmt % JRRHOT 

fffRtwf xitc tr^tti % *tf tprr iftfrPw Pprnr 

tfiPTPT ^ ; 

tftr rtttc Drsrrr *?r RTTRfttfffR % ftnf ftf f ftiq 

VRRT uuwdl ft ; 

RR:, W sfaflftPR fgRTT trfsrfWR, 1947 ( 1947 =PT 14) 

HTtT 10 ^ Rff-RPCT (l) $ tJT (r) ST7T JTOff V! ft 51 41 ifT 
spftf ai R736TT Ptai4 'JHi RfhfRRR 9ft Sum 
7T % Rtftff Rf5R Xfftftftpp trfWdR ttf RR WJIUIMg 

rfwr 3, !EW Tft TT % ftffr fspfftry JfPCeft t I 


WT RTTff rtw ftrftRT *Pt TTWfftfl «Ptftdrfl, 

si tpR V sin MU-Rtf tfriT tm^ue % 4/ 6/ 7 3 

% p 4f RIm rafwi u$i4, tj'tft’ w*l v -1 rii -ai ms *NI Jf Rt 
tr R Tf <at *arf 4"f£ NlfflfRU ^ ? Rft T^l rft rrEtr 
•an'MC ftu RjJsflR % pHR f ? 

[Wl tr^f-200 12/97/7 5-^V-3(tr)] 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 24th March, 1976 

S.O. 2719.— Whereas the Central Government Is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the management of Ram Kanali Colliery of 
M/s B.C.C.Ltd. P.Q. Katrasgarh Distt. Dhanbad and their 
workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 


And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947, (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court No. 3 
Dhanbad constituted under section 7A of the said Act 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of Ram Kanali 
Colliery of M /s. Bharat Coking Coal Limited, 

P.O. Katrasgarh, Distt. Dhanbad is justified in not 
providing work to Shri Gopal Krishan Sahai, Munshi 
and Sachi Kumar General Mazdoor with effect from 
4-6-73 ? If not to what relief the workmen con- 
cerned are entitled ? 

[No. L-20012/97/7S-D. 111(A)] 


mi in 

fff 10 fff, 1976 

¥T= WTo 2720: — %RflR rtrtK "A TTR | ftt 1^ 3W3 

Jr fafafe firtff % srft Jr r rtf rtot tH%r Rif^r 
fwo 9?r nWs* nffftrrft, rttrt jey, ftf^rr sw jrsrtrrtf 
«Mi4 fJpfrwr stftrrrrf t(T q. ftrRTR 

ftwrff | ; 

Whr tUAic faRPt *RTRfttftR ft ftir^ ftffftia 

RtRPftR RRFfff | ; 

Rrr:, spt, sfixfrfw fro RftrfRtrR, 1947 (1947 tt 14 ) 
^ sirr 10 vff RR-stro ( 1 ) qtf (r) stra srerr vrftraRf vr 
snfm <*r^r |tr, rtrttt rw firmt 9fl ^tb rTsPirr sft 
tnrr 7 ^ % mftf Rfer RTfrn: Rftflfw stftpproi itf 

«TR ’RTRTRR ffo 3, SPTRPr qft rgTRftflTT % %r Wf 

I' 

WT R^tf RRR 1#PR tRT ftlftifl qff aftfff^r Hffftppff, 
«ttrt ftim sttrir srwffur tt tff tfnr R^rff, 
Wt RTiFff ^RT Tt 19 ^rnt, 1 9 7 4 R TTR 
^tt RnRttfrr | ? gft: rrjff, ?ft Roftm fw xppftf >ft 
jwt ! ? 

[ro tfR-200 1 2/237/7 5 TT 3-(*r)] 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 10th May, 1976 

S.O. 2720. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in re- 
lation to the management of Jogidib Colliery of Messrs Bharat 
Coking Coal Mines Limited Post Office Tundoo District 
Dhanbad and their workmen in respect of the matters specified 
in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas !he Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947, (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court No. 3 
Dhanbad constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 
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SCHEDULE 

Whether the management of Jogidih Colliery of Messrs 
Bharat Coking Coal Limited Post Office Tundoo 
Distiict Dhanbad are justified in stopping Shri Tilak 
Mahato Underground Trammer from his work with 
effect from 19th July, 1974 ? Tf not, to what relief 
is the workman entitled ? 

[No. L-20012/237/75-D. IIIA] 
xrrfot 

=lf ftuft 1 1 fff, 1976 

VU XtU 27 21. — %vfPr toe iff tpt ^ fir SffYT TtW 
if fffffffre f5mf % kYY ir bw 6 vffr frrfcr 
imt tjmrr fon tmrr % sRfEppp 4 
ffffffarTf 4 Yt Tff% Tff*6RY ^ sftvf ffT fTffTT Hi GUM 

£ ; 

rwr aw furor jrY mwfmtfur ^fYrff. PreW 

TUffr Tfatfrir ffffffffr t ; 

ff'T , ffff, sftffYfYri? faffR xrffjfffffff, 194 7 ( 1 947 4ST 14) 

htci 10 4ft tutut ( 1 ) % tjf («r) srrr srur nrfftufr >ft 
ufEr 4uft fff, itotp: 37B fffffRr 44 srff; xrffffftirff 4ft inn 

7%! ^ sttflff hfeff sHifih *\ itpc sflmifnst rrfu+ t i| i is^ 

rnnrm ff«ffr 2 tr?RT 4 fit mrufufaff % fftff faY ftm iprrFf $ 1 

441 Tffr mufftift firffttYv % wrihr rtffTWKW, spy 

ffo 6, tfRiEtr rurm (fYorr trera) iff fftvfffYrfcr 4m4Tff <pft 
ir^t 4v4m: % ffnrft urfff fftfYra sft?rT ft, WFinfe 
4n;ft JtnftTTfft ruTtftfftff $ : — 

1 MYTftTfffiT mr,fftufr fftssY 5-2-1975 ft ’FraFhrnrr fftfft- 
tYY Yr 5444 3T-wir 1 

2 . *fY tot ftrftf, s-2-75 Yr ftunff iftfonYr Yr w* 
ftwr 4. 

3 «fY #414?* fftif, fyffftff, 8-2-1975 YT ftUTTT If 

sr* tiwr 5 . 

4 . '-frffuffYfr mrfmr rimor, 5 - 2-1975 Yr stttjt-i 

TtffffffY Yr jwr 1 

5 . «ft 3 forti rc , ?%%4. ^rr 8 - 2-75 Yr ftNYffm-jr 4ftfft- 
ffft Yr tSw 4w 3 . 

0 . «fY WtgfY: 3pT"sff, sfffrTjfff, s-2-1975 YY rrWYffTsrjT 4 ftf%*fr 
Yr far ftwr 3 

7 . ftY ffrfffftff ftsrft, Yufff, 8 - 2-1975 if mwi 
ft BUT ftw 5 

s. 4Y ufvuft jfYfr, zrrf-’j fftr^fY, 8 - 2-1975 Yr TYiurn yi Rp r fl 

ft Stfff ffw 5. 

9 . eft ®ifY fff?, fffSfffl fYff^Y, 8-2*1975 Yl 4TW4T 4frpTTft Yt 
irm 5 

10 sfhfY liYFITifY, ’FTV, 8-2-1975 Yt WnTffPT Tlffffffl' 

YT sr?r trstrr 5 

fffYf 4^Y, ?fr spjpftTT fjpff % 54T4T7: f ? 

['ff®TT ffff-20012( 85)/75-tfr 3ff] 

=M I A 0 rfY 0 ( Dsm ) 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 11th May, 1976 

S.O. 2721. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the management of Area No. VI Coal Mines 
Authority Limited Post Office Mugtna District Dhanbad and 
their workmen in respect of tho matters specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication: 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause fd) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947, (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal cum-Labour Court No. 2 
Dhanbad constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the Aiea General Manager Area 
No. VI of Coal Mines Authoiity Limited Post 
Office Mugma (District Dhanbad) in transferring the 
following workmen of different areas as indicated 
against each workman is justified 

1. Shri Pradeep Kumar Chandra, Electrician, Lakhimata 

Colliery to Dumka Sub Area w.e.f. 5-2-75. 

2. Shri Ram Gorai, Trammer, Mandman Colliery to 

Area No. IV with effect from 8-2-75. 

3. Shri Sadanand Singh, Drillman, Mandman Colliery to 

Area No. V with effect from 8-2-75. 

4. Shri Balmiki Maharaj, Mining Sirdar Shampur-1 

Colliery to Dumka Sub Area w.e.f. 5-2-75. 

5. Shri Hari Prasad Mallah, Electric Helper Gopinatbpur 

Colliery (o Area No. Ill w.e.f. 8-2-75. 

6. Shri Rakho Hari Bannerjee overman Gopinathpur 

Colliery to Area No. Ill w.e.f, 8-2-1975. 

7. Shri Haradhan Bhandari Chainman Badjna Colliery 

to Area No. V w.e.f. 8-2-75. 

8. Shri Aswini Bouri, Line Mistry Lakhimata Colliery 

to Area No. V w.e.f. 8-2-75. 

9. Shri Chedi Singh Electrician Budjna Colliery to Area 

No. V w.e.f. 8-2-75. 

10. Shri D, K. Goswami Bill Clerk, Kapasara Colliery to 
Area No V w.e.f. 8-2-75. 

If not, to what relief are the said workmen entilied? 

[No. L-20012/65/75-D. IIIA] 
R. P. NARULA, Under Secy. 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 10th May, 1976 

S.O. 2722 — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the Union Bank of India and their workmen in 
respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto 
annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal No. (I) Bombay, constituted under section 7 A 
of the said Act. 


SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of the Union 
Bank of India, Akola Branch in terminating the 
services of Shri Mohan N. Agarwal Clerk with effect 
from the F6th June 1974 is justified 7 If not, to 
what relief is the said workman entitled ? 

[No. L. 12012/l79/75/DlI(A>] 
R. KUNJITHAPADAM, Under Sccy. 

New Delhi, the 6th July, 1976 

S.O. 2723.— In pursuance of section 17 of (he Industrial 
Disputes Act 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal No. 1, Dhanbad in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the manage- 
ment of Messrs Delhi Rohtas Light Railway Company 
Limited and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on the 1st July, 1976. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 1, DHANBAD 

In the mutter of a reference under Section 10(1 1(d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

Reference No, 8 of 1974 

(Ministry’s Order No. L-41012/10/74/LRIIL 
Dated, 15-6-1974) 

PARTIES ; 

Employers in relation to (he management of Messrs 
Dehri Rohtas Light Railway Company Limited. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

P ARTIES : 

Mr- Justice K. B. Srivastuva (Retd.) Presiding Officer. 


APPEARANCES : 

l or the F.mploycis : Shri J. N. P. Sinha, Advocate. 

For the Workmen ; Shri T. P. Clioudhuiy, Advocate. 

State ; Bihar. Industry ; Railway. 

Dhanbad, dated the 28th June, 1976 

AWARD 

The introductory facts (leaving aside the detail thereof 
which will appear in the discussions) lie within a narrow 
compass. 

2. The Dehri Rohtas Eight Railway (hereinafter called the 
Railway Company) is a "Railway Company’’, within the 
meaning of clause (o) of Section 2 of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, (hereinafter culled the Act), read with clause (5) of 
Section 3 of the Indian Railways Act, 1890 (hereinafter culled 
the Railways Act), The track of the Railway is very short, 
being 66.34 Kilometres. There are only 17 Railway Sta- 
tions (including a flag station) : Dehri-On-Sone being the 
first and Tiura Pipradih the last on this track. Rohtas Sta- 
tion is the 10th and Nawhatta Road i s the 15th Station. 
Shri A. Kumar, the Traffic Manager of the Railway Company, 
issued a declaration Ext. W-l (Ext. M-7 being a copy of the 
same) on Januaiy 21/25, 1974 classifying the employment 
of all tile Station Masters/Assistani Station Masters as "essen- 
tially intermittent’’ between Rohtas and Nawhatta Road Sta- 
tions. By a similar declaration Ext. W-2 (Ext. M-8 being a 
copy of that) dated January 30, 1974 the Traffic Manager 
classified the employment of all Station Masters/ Assistant 
Station Masters /Pointsmen as "essentially intermittent" in res- 
pect of all the 17 Stalions. Thus Pointsmen who were for- 
merly excluded from the first declaration Ext. W-l, were in- 
cluded in the second declaration Ext. W-2. The second 
change made by Ext. W-2 was that instead of the declaration 
applying only to Stations between Rohtas and Nawhatta Road, 
it was now applied to all the 17 Stations from Terminus to 
Terminus, that is to say, from Dehri-On-Sone to Tiura Pip- 
radih. The effect of these two declarations was to enhance 
the working hours from 8 to 12. A copy of these two dec- 
larations was duly sent by the Traffic Manager to the Regional 
Labour Commissioner. The employees of the Railway Com- 
pany felt dis-satisfied with these two declarations and conse- 
quently Shri Radha Raman Prasad, WW-1, the General 
Secretary of the Delhi Rohtas Light Railway Mazdoor Sewa 
Sangh, an unrecognised Union (hereafter called the Union), 
sent an application Ext. M-3J to the Assistant Labour Com- 
missioner (Central), Patna on January 31, 1974 protesting 
that the Railway Company had effected a change in the con- 
ditions of service applicable to the employees in that the 
working hours had been enhanced from 8 to 12 and he 
(Assistant Labour Commissioner) should intervene and stop 
the Railway Company from changing the hours of work 
without compliance with Section 9A of the Act. The Assis- 
tant Labour Commissioner, Patna, transferred the application 
Ext. M-31 to the Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), 
Haz.nribagh for necessary action on February 15, 1974. The 
latter wrote the letter Ext. M-32 on February 25, 1974 to 
l be Secretary of the Railway Company forwarding therewith 
a copy of the application of the union to him and inviting 
him to participate in conciliation proceedings. In the mean- 
time, the Railway Company had withdrawn its two declara- 
tions with effect from February 14, J974 by a circular Ext. 
M-9. The Railway Company sent the letter Ext. M-10 to 
the Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Hazaribagh 
on April 15, 1974 in reply to Ext. M-32 wherein the attitude 
taken up by the Railway Company was lhat ( 1 ) the union 
was not a recognised union and was thus not entitled to 
raise any industrial dispute, and (2) it (The Railway Com- 
pany) had classified the employment from “continuous” to 
‘essentially intermittent”, in exercise of its statutory powers, 
as a purely temporal y measure during a period of emergency 
and Section 9A of the Act had no application. The conci- 
liation proceedings ended in failure, as no meeting ground 
could be found in the view points of the union and the 
Railway Company. Accordingly the Assistant Labour Com- 
missioner sent a failure report Ext. M-ll to the Central 
Government on April 22, 1974 wherein lie specified the dispute 
thus, namely, (1) competency or otherwise of the union to 
raise the industrial dispute, (2) the legul validity or otherwise 
of the two declarations without compliance with Section 9A 
of the Act, and t3) liability or otherwise for payment for 
overtime work beyond 8 hours, 
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3. The Genii ,tl Government, in e.xeidse of its. power:, under 
clause (d) t.l sub-section (1; of Section 10 of Ihe Act, has 
relened ihu following industrial dispute to this Tribunal 
foi ndjudKJ.ion :■ — 

“Whether the action of the management of Messrs Dehri 
Rohtas Light Railway Company Limited, Dalmia 
Nagai to change the working hours of Station 
Mudeis, Assistant Station Masters and pointsmen 
er ployed by them during the peiiod from 25th 
January, 1974 to 13th Februaiy, 1974 was legal 
ant justified ? If not, to what relief are the work- 
men concerned entitled ?” 

4. In lespome to the notices issued to the parties, the 
workmen filed their wiitten statement on July 5, 1974; and 
the Railway Company filed its written statement, as also 
its rejoinder lo the wiitten statement of the workmen, on 
July 17, 1974 the woiknicn (lied their rejoinder to the 
written statement of the Railway Company, on July 24, 
1974, 

5. No issues weic framed by my learned predecessor-in- 
office. 

6. The parlies have adduced both oral and documentary 
evidence. The Union has examined Radha Raman Prasad 
as WW-1 and Railway Company has produced D, K. Jain 
and Phulendia Prasad as MWs.l and 2. In addition, the 
Union has filed four documents Ext. W-l to W-4 and the 
Railway Company has filed 32 documents Ext. M-l to 
M-32. 

7. Several questions of law and fact were canvassed before 
fho Tribunal, and l propose to take them now, one by one. 

8. The first contention raised by the Railway Company 
is that the union on the espousal of which the reference has 
been made, is an un-recogrnscd union which does not possess 
a representative character to act on- behalf of the body of 
workmen nnd as such the espousal made by it will not convert 
the dispute, if any, into an ‘Industrial Dispute", within the 
meaning of Sec. 2(k) of the Act. The stand taken by the 
union in this lcgaid is that no doubt it has been recognised 
by the Railway Company but nonetheless it is the only 
lt'presemrdive union of the workmen of the Railway Company 
n fart which was verified by the Central Government itself 
who advised the Railway Company to grant recognition to 
it but due to nn lafidcs on the part of the Railway Company, 
recognition is not forthcoming but that fact of non-rccogni- 
tion will have no effect on its legal light to sponsor the 
■cause so as to convert it into an industrial dispute. 

9 Admittedly, theie are two rival unions amongst the em- 
ployees of the Railway Company, one called the Dehii 
Rohtas Light Railway Employees’ Union (hereinafter called 
the recognised Union) which is a registered trade union and 
has been recognised by the Railway Company, and the 
second, the union before Ihc Tribunal w'hich is also a regis- 
tered trade union but is un-recognised. There is a short 
history which will elucidate the position. Tt appears that 
the union, after its registration as a trade union, took up 
the mallei of recognition w<ith the Government of India, 
Department o[ Labour and Employment, sometime in the 
year 1971. The Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central) 
called for certain information fiom the union and informed 
ihe Railway Company also about the pending proceeding 
with legard to the matter of lecognilion. This will be apparent 
from Annexure 3 to Ext. M-28. On a consideration of the 
infoi (nation collected, the Deputy Director, Department of 
Labour and Employment, informed the union by letter Ext. 
W-3 dated February 3, 1972 that (he union had been found 
to be elligiblc for recognition and the Railway Company has 
been requested to confer recognition on it. A letter (Anne- 
xme 5 of Exl. M-28) was despatched on the same dale by 
(he Deputy Dircctoi to the Railway Company also mentioning 
theiein that the verification made by the Chief Labour Com- 
missioner’s Organisation revealed that the union represented 
the majority of the employees and was thus entitled to le- 
cognition under the Code of Discipline in place of the re- 
cognised union and since under the said Code, only the majo- 
rity union can function as a recognised union, the Railway 
Company should confer recognition upon the union and with- 
draw il fiom the recognised union. The recognised union 
theieupon filed a wiit petition in the Patna High Court (Ext. 
M-28) and obtained a stay order (Ext. M-22) on March 25, 
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1972 to the effect that the Government of India’s direction to 
the Railway Company lo withdraw recognition liom the re- 
cognised union shall remain stayed during the pi ndeiley of 
the writ pclrtion. The Railway Company apprised th- Govern- 
ment of India about Ihc situation created by the stnv order 
by its letter Ext M-29 dated Api il 5, 1972. The above 
position has remained un-disputed bcfoic me. It ■ o fries to 
this, therefore, that iheie are two rival unions; both ;ue re- 
gistered trade unions, one is recognised and the othet un- 
recognised by the Railway Company, ihc mattci of de- 
recognition of the recognised union is ul a slate of suspension 
on account of ihc piohibitoiy o, Jei i oicd by ihe High Court. 
However, there is no prohibition imposed on the recognuu. n 
of ihc union. Be that as it may, I must I .he into reckon- 
ing the fact lhat on a venficution made by an independent 
authority, the union was found to be more representative of 
the employees than the recognised union. Indeed, a dircclion 
was issued by the Government of India to withdraw recogni- 
tion of the recognised union and to confer it upon the union. 
In the circumstance, therefore, it is not possible for me to 
hold that the union is not entitled to raise an industrial dis- 
pute on behalf of the employees of the Railway f ompany. 
It was argued by tho learned counsel for the ailway Com- 
pany that the union has not filed a copy of any resolution 
passed by its Executive Committee authorising Radha Raman 
Prasad, NVW-1 to raise the dispute on behalf of Ihc employees 
and, therefore, it should be held that Radha Raman Prasad 
has no authority on behalf of the union to raise the dispute, 

I regret 1 cannot accept this contention as well-founded cither 
in fact or in law. If the Railway Company intended to chal 
lenge this position, it should have raised a specific plea either 
in its written statement, or at any rate, in its rejoinder but 
there is a conspicuous mission of this fact. On the other 
hand, the Railway Company itself elicited in the cross-exa- 
mination of Radha Raman Prasad that a Resolution was 
passed by the Executive Committee of the union that the 
dispute should be raised regarding the question of classifica- 
tion. It is immaterial, therefore, in the circumstances, that 
a copy of the original Resolution has not been exhibited 
There has to be a presumption that when the union takes 
action, it is as a representative of, and with the support of 
Its members; and it is for the party contesting this fact to 
prove that the facts aic otherwise and that the members of 
the union are not behind it in its action See Hindustan 
Times Limited Vs. Chief Commissioner, 1957 (11) LLL 466 
and Express News Papers (P) Limited Vs. First Labour Court 
1959 (1) LU 600 Again, the contention that an un-recog- 
nlsed union cannot take up the cause in the process of 
collective bargaining on behalf of its members, has only lo 
be stated lo be rejected It was held by their Lordships of 
the Supreme Court in State of Bihar Vs. Kripa Shankar 
laiswul 1961 (T) LLI. 334 that it would he an eironeous 
view' if it were said that for a dispute to constitute an industrial 
dispute it is a requisite condition that it should be sponsored 
by a recognised union or that all the workmen of an indus- 
trial establishment bbould be parties to it. I have, therefore, 
no hesitation in rejecting this contention. 

10. The next contention of the learned counsel for the 
Railway Company is that the dispute, if any, in question, is 
not an industrial dispute, capablo of reference under Section 
l(Xl)(d) and as such this Tribunal has no jurisdiction to deal 
with the matter. The contention is hased on two proposi- 
tions, namely, (1) that until a demand was made by the union 
on the Railway Company directly, there cannot be nn indus- 
trial dispute capable of reference, and (2) if a schedule of 
hours of employment, is the direct result of classification of 
employment under a statute or rules framed thereunder, then, 
the Fourth Schedule, or Section 9A of the Act, or for that 
mater, the Act itself can have no application so that even 
if there is a dispute between the union and the Railway 
Company in the ordinary sense of the term,' it cannot become 
an industrial dispute under Sec. 2(K) for the simple reason 
that the Act has no application. I propose to deal with these 
two propositions separately from each other. 

IL The leliance for the first proposition is placed on Sindhu 
Re-Settlement Corporation Limited Vs Industrial Tribunal, 
AIR 1968 SC. 529 nnd Feddcrs Lloyd Corporation (Pvt) 
Limited Vs. Lt. Governor, AIR 1 970 Delhi 60. In the Sup- 
reme Court Case, Ambwaney, after collecting retrenchment 
compensaion from the subsidiary concern on his retrench 
ment. went to the principal concern and made request for a 
posting ordei which was refused and then demanded retrench- 
ment compensation, which was also refused. His ense was 
taken up by his union and both Ambwaney and the union 
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wrote sepal atuly to the principal demanding retrenchment 
compeusalinon and not re-instatement. Thereafter there were 
some conciliation proceedings and on the report of the Con- 
ciliation Oihcci, the Government referred the demand for re- 
instatement for adjudication to the Tribunal. The point 
raised was that the dispute that Ambwancy and the union 
had raised before the principal concern was confined to 
compensation for retrenchment and did not relate to the vali- 
dity of the retrenchment or re-instalcment and consequently 
the Government had no jurisdiction to refer the dispute re- 
lating to the question or reinstatement to the Tribunal. On 
these facts, the Supreme Court held that since bolh Ambwaney 
and union demanded payment of retrenchment compensation 
only by the principal concern and did not raise an dispute for 
re-instalcment, the Government was competent to refer the 
question of retrenchment compensation only to the tribunal 
and not the question of re-instatement. It further observed 
that no doubt the onler of reference mentions that the Gov- 
ernment had considered the report submitted by the con- 
ciliation officer under Section 12(4) of the Act in respect 
of the dispute between the parties over the demand men- 
tioned in the schedule and, in the schedule, the Government 
mentioned that the dispute was that of rc-instatement : and 
it may be (hat the Conciliation Officer reported to the Gov- 
ernment that an industrial dispute did exist relating to rc- 
instatement, but the evidence produced before the Tribunal 
clearly showed that no such dispute had ever been raised 
by Ambwaney or by his union with the principal concern, 
and if no dispute at ah was raised by the two with the 
principal concern, any request sent by them to the Govern- 
ment would only be a demand by them and not an industrial 
dispute between them and the principal concern. A mere 
demand to the Government, without a dispute being raised 
by the workmen with the employer, cannot become an in- 
dustrial dispute, if was further observed that the 
two had confined their demands to the prin- 
cipal concern to retrenchment compensation 
only and did not make any demand for reinstatement 
and, therefore the reference made by the Gov- 
ernment was not competent. In the Delhi High Court case, 
Ajab Singh either resigned his job or was retrenched by the 
company. Thereafter he did not make any demand on the 
company directly, He, however, wrote to the Labour Com- 
missioner stating that his services had been terminated by 
way of retrenchment which was wrongful and arbitrary 
and he was entitled to re-instafement, The claim of Ajab 
Singh was sent by the conciliation officer to the company 
for comments, but no comments were received in writing. The 
matter was, however, orally discussed and the company 
conveyed to the conciliation officer its defence on merits 
and resisted the claim of Ajab Singh on the ground that 
there was no industrial dispute which could be referred to 
adjudication. As there was no possibility of settlement, the 
conciliation 'proceedings were closed and a failure report was 
made by the conciliation officer to the Government. 
On a consideration of the report under Section 12(5), 
the Government referred the dispute to (he Labour 

Court for adjudication. The company thereupon 

filed a writ petition in the High Court. Dua C. J, 
and Deshpande J. made certain preliminary obser- 
vations, namely, that a dispute or difference in Section 2(k) 
means that one party asserts something, which is denied by 
the other or that the demand of one party is refused by 
the other : that Section 12, read with Section 10, does not 
contemplate that an industrial dispute can arise for the 
first time during the proceedings before the conciliation 
officer : that Section 10(2), read with Rule 3(c) of the Rules 
presupposes efforts made by the parties themselves to ad- 
just the dispute before an approach can be made to Govern- 
ment for reference to adjudication. Their Lordships then 
proceeded to interpret the Supreme Court decision (Supra) 
to ascertain its proper scope and implication and observed 
thus ; 

“The Supreme Court has also clarified that even if the 
conciliation officer found that an industrial dispute 
existed and so reported to the Government, this 
could not b" regarded as the existence of the 
indust; ia I dn-pulc which has to be founded upon 
a demand by Hie workmen on the employers. If 
this is the ratio of the Supreme Court decision it 
cannot he said that an industrial dispute existed . , . 

. . . as no demand was made on the company 

before he made an aplication under Sec. 10(2) for 
reference. In that event the fact that the demand 


.... was forwarded by the conciliation officer to 

the company and was not accepted bv the 

latter would not constitute an industrial dispute." 

Their Lordships then considered the decision in Standard 
Coal Company Vs. S. T. Verma, AIR 1952 Tat. 56 and ob- 
served that the decision may not be correct as it is opposed 
to the above Supreme Court decision. Their Lordships also 
considered the decisions in Goodyear (India) l imited Vs. 
Industrial Tribunal, 1968 (II) LLI. 682 and Kandan Textile 
Limited Vs. Industrial Tribunal, AIR 1951 Madras 616 and 
did not feci inclined lo follow them, and summed up the 
position thus ; 

“We arc of the view that the decision of the Supreme 

Court in AIR 1968 SC 529 has finally 

established the proposition that a demand by ibe 
workmen must DC raised fiist on the management 
and rejected by them before an industrial dispute 
can be said to arise and exist and that (he making 
of such a demand to the conciliation officer mid 
its communication by him to the management, 
which reject the same is not sufficient to consti- 
tute an industrial dispute. The decisions and dicta 
of some of the High Courts to the contrary can 
no longer he considered good law.” 

12. f sfmll now undertake, in brief, a survey of the other 
case — law on this very subject. In Rumayya Pantulu Vs. 
Kutty and Rao, 1949 LLJ. 13, the observation made by the 
Madras High Court was that a reference would be com- 
petent where an industrial dispute exists or» is apprehended 
and this will depend upon the demands made by the work- 
men and refusal on the part of the management to com- 
ply with these demands, which demands and refusal would 
necessarily involve discussions taking place amongst the 
workmen and the management. In Kandan Textile Limited 
Vs. Industrial Tribunal, 1949 LLJ. 875. the President of 
the union never made any demand on the management and 
instead wrote lo the Government that an industrial dispute 
existed in respect of 11 items. The Government made an 
order of reference in respect of these 1 1 items, purporting 
to do so on the basis of two letters of the Labour Commis- 
sioner, even though these letters specified the industrial dis- 
pute in respect of a different matter not covered by the 
i 1 items. On these facts, the Madras High Court held that 
the reference was bad. Rajumannar, O.L, based this 
finding on the ground that the union had not the authority 
on behalf of the workmen to raise the dispute. Inciden- 
tally however, his Lordships further mentioned that there 
was no evidence that the workmen had made a demand 
which the employer had refused. Mack, J., agreed with the 
ultimate decision in the case but made contrary observation 
about demand and refusal being pre-requisite conditions for 
the constitution of an industrial dispute. He observed that 
the two letters of the Labour Commissioner mentioned the 
existence of an industrial dispute about the insistence on the 
part of the management to take back some workmen in 

order of proficiency and not of seniority and this may in 

law be an industrial dispute brought as it was to the notice 
of the Government by one of its responsible officers, which 
would justify a reference on that point. Jn Standard Coal 
Company Limited Vs. S. P. Verma, AIR 1952 Patna 56, 
where the colliery had dosed down, the President of the 
Mines Association wrote directly to the Government for 
intervention lo ensure the continued employment of the 
colliery workers. The workmen also took up the matter 
separately with the regional Labour Commissioner for the 
maintenance of the status quo until the dispute was settled. 
The dispute was further brought to the notice of the Gov- 
ernment by the President of a rival union of the colliery. 

The Regional Labour Commissioner made a report to the 
Government for making a reference to the Tribunal and in 
pursuance thereof the Government made such a reference 
The contention raised before the Patna High C ourt was that 
unlcs the workmen made a demand upon the employer 
who refuses it, the demand cannot form the basis of an 
industrial dispute and in support of this contention the deci- 
sion in Kandan Textile Limited case was pressed in harness, 
The High Court observed : 

“In our opinion, these passages were not intended to 
be absolute tests applicable in all cases, but if they 

were so intended us respectfully to differs on 

that particular point. There may be instance where 



2599 


Sec. 3 (ii) ] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JULY 24, 1976/SRAVANA 2, 1898 


woikers may consider it wholly useless to make u 
demand on the management and prefer to move 
the appropriate machinery set up by the Govern- 
ment for redress of their grievances. But never- 
theless, it will be an industrial dispute if it comes 
within the meaning of Sec. 2(k) ” 

A somewhat eontrai y observation was made by the Patna 
High Court in Members of Sasamusa Workers’ Union Vs, 
State of Bihar, AIR 1952 Patna, 210 where a strike notice 
included 48 demands but the Government made reference 
only in respect of 4 demands and the contention raised was 
that the Government was not competent to refer 4 demands 
only for adjudication. The High Court observed that since 
there was no material to show that the notice of strike was 
served upon the management or reasonable opportunity was 
given to it to comply with the demands of the union, it 
cannot he held that there was an industrial dispute with re- 
ference to 48 demands so as to make out the existence of 
an industrial dispute. In Management of Radio Foundation 
hngineering Limited Vs. State of Bihar, AIR 1970 Pat. 295 
the workmen contended that while the charter of their de- 
mands was still under conciliation, the company closed down 
its work and refused to employ them. The Management 
resisted this plea on the ground that it had issued notices of 
termination of seivice but before that date could arrive, 
the workmen had unilaterally stopped work without giving 
notice. The workmen made a grievance about the alleged 
lock-out to the Government which made a reference for 
adjudication to the Tribunal. The company pleaded that no 
dispute was raised by the workmen with it and hence there 
was no jndsuliial dispute which could be made the subject- 
matter of adjudication. Reliance for this contention was 
placed on AIR 1952 Pat. 210 (Supra) and AIR 1968 SC 
529 (Supra) that in the absence oi a demand and t efusal it 
could not be said that there was in existence any industrial 
dispute. The High Court observed that something happen- 
ed during the course of conciliation proceedings, resulting 
in the stoppage of the workmen from work. 
Naturally then a dispute arose as to what was 

the reason for the stoppage of the work and the 
reason of that stoppage of work was an industrial dispute. 
On the facts thcrcfoic, no specific demand by the work- 
men was necessary to bring out the existence of an indus- 
trial dispute. Their Lordships then proceeded to lay down 
the following propositions of law : — , 

“If, therefore, the workmen concerned approached the 
Government for redress of their grievances because 
of the alleged lock-out, by bringing the facts to 
the notice of the Government, it is difficult to 

accept the contention that there was no 

dispute raised before the management in that re- 
gard. The dispute obviously was there which 

resulted in the stoppage of the work In 

all cases it is not necessary that the dispute must 
be preceded by a demand and a refusal in express 
terms by the parties concerned. If on the evidence 
aduced before the Tribunal it is found that the 
industrial dispute did not exist or was not apprehen- 
ded, the reference may he held to be incompetent. 
But to say that, merely because in ex- 

press tci ms no such dispute was raised before the 
management, by the workmen, there was in tact 
no dispute and hence the reference is incompetent, 

will not he correct It may also well be 

that if a different kind of demand is made before 
the management and the reference is of a different 
kind, then also (he reference is incompetent, as 
was the case before the Supreme Couit in AIR 
1958 SC 529. The claim put forward before the 
management was ftVr paymertt of retrenchment 
compensation and not for reinstatement, but the 
demand put forward before the Government was 


for a i c-instatcment also In (he facts of 

the instant case, the demand was to allow 


them to work. The management would not allow 
them to work. The resultant of this dispute was 
an industrial dispute as to the alleged lock-out. 
No further demand in respect of that dispute was 


necessary and when a grievance was made before 

the Government by the workmen , 

the Government was competent to make a 
reference " In Goodyear (India) limi- 


ted vs. Industrial Tribunal, 1968 (II) LLI. 682, the 
Rajasthan High Court also took the view that a 


direct demand on the. management was njl neces- 
sary lo convert a dispute in.o an industrial dispute. 
In that case, the employee whose services had been 
terminated, moved an application hefore the con- 
ciliation officer, challenging the termination of his 
service and requesting for reinstatement. The 
company opposed his re-instatement. The High 
Court observed that it cannot, in the circumstances, 
be said that no mdux'rial dispute had been raised 
by the employee with the company. The High 
Court, in this connect on, distinguished the decision 
of the Supreme Court in AIR 1968 SC 529 just 
on the lines in which it had been distinguished 
by the Patna High Court in AIR 1970 Pat. 295, 


13. The review of the case law will ihus indicate tll.il the 
decision of their Lordships of the Sup; erne Couit in AIR 
1968 SC 529 is not of universal application. For one 
thing, that decision can have no application to a case where 
a reference is made not in respect of an existing industrial 
dispute but in a case ot ;,n app.ehcndcd industrial dispute, 
where the question of making a demand and a refusal of 
that demand, may hardly arise. This point has b-eu elabo- 
rately illustiatcd by the Calcutta High Court in Mitsubishi 
Shoji Kaisha Limited vs. Fourth Industrial Tribunal, 1973 
(I) I 1.J 146, wherein the following observation was made : 


“'In nty opinion, under Section 10 the dispute 

which is capable of reference can be either an 
existing dispute or an apprehended dispute. There- 
fore under Section 10 a reference is po-oible even 
in case wheic thcic had been no prior demand or 
refusal if there is apprehension in the mind of 

the Government that a dispute might 

arise, The decision of the Supreme Couit in .... 
.... AIR 1968 SC 529, must be undetstood in 
(he. hack-ground of the facts of that case. The said 
dicision did not have occasion lo consider whether 
under Section 10 a dispute which was apprehended 
could or might be raised and whether in such a 
case a prior demand or refusal was necessary...." 
In the decision of the Supreme Court, there is no 
indication as to what transpired before ihe con- 
ciliation officer. II may be that that officer sent a 
copy of the demand to the Corpoiation for 
comments, but it may as well be that the Corpora- 
tion did not send any comments. It may further he 
that the Corporation refused to participate in 
in the conciliation proceedings, and did not 
appear either lo accept or reject the demand. 
Or it may be, that the (' ot poiatiotl ap- 
peared before the conciliation officer but there abo 
no demand for reinstatement was made and the 
demand was confined to the demand for retrench- 
ment compensation only. The decision of the 
Supreme Court will apply to a ease where the 
facts are similar. Their Lordships have not deci- 
ded that if a demand is made before a conciliation 
officer and is rejected by the management, then, 
in that case also, there would be no industrial 
dispute. In Ramayya Paillulu’s case, also there was 
no decision on the question whether a demand 
and a refusal made before a conciliation officer will 
remain a dispute only and not become an 
industrial dispute. In Kaodati Texlile Limi- 
ted case, no demand was made even before 
the conciliation officer : the conciliation officer re- 
commended the reference on another matter, not 
included in the demands : and the two learned 
Judges constituting the Bench made contrary ob- 
servations on (he question whether a demand and 
a refusal are or are not pre-requisites for con- 
verting a dispute into an industrial dispute. In 
Standard Coal Companys’ case, there was a clear 
law laid down that the demand on tile manage- 
ment is not necessary. Tn Sasamusa Workets’ 
Union case which was decided earlier than the 
Standard Coal Company’s case, certainly a con- 
trary view was expressed, though (he mam decision 
turned on the question whether the Government 
is or is not competent to ignore some demands and 
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make relerence in respect of others. In Radio 

Foundation’s case there was a categorical decision 
that a prior demand with the management is not 
a condition precedent for a dispute to become an 
industrial dispute. The view taken by the Raja- 
sthan High Court in the Goodyear's case 
is in consonance with the view of the Patna 
High Court in the first and the last cases. 
This Tribunal is subject to the jurisdiction of the 
Patna High Court, and when the decision of their 
Lordships of the Supreme Court is distinguishable 
and as such not applicable to the instant case, I 
am bound to follow the view propounded by the 
Patna High Court and, therefore, I hold that the 
making of a prior demand is not necessary to the 
raising of an industrial dispute, in all cases. In- 
deed, in the instant case, there was a confronta- 
tion between the union and the Railway Company 
during the course of conciliation proceedings. The 
Assistant Labour Commissioner sent a copy of the 
Union’s applications Ext. M-31 to the Railway 
Company and invited it to participate in the pro- 
ceedings, vide F,\t. M-32, Ext, M-10 is the letter 
sent by the Railway Company to the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner resisting the demand of the 
union. Ext. M-ll is the report of the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner which mentions that the 
stand taken by the Railway Company is contained 
in their letter Ext. M-10, There was, therefore, 
a demand made by the union and a refusal of that 
demand by the Railway Company and that, to 
my mind, is sufficient to make the dispute an in- 
dustrial dispute. 

14. I shall novV take up the second proposition of the 
second contention. The Railway Company is a “Ptihllo 
Limited Company" under the Indian Companies Act. It is 
not disputed that it carries on an “Industry" within the 
meaning of Section 2(j) of the Act. Section 71A of the 
Railway Act, in so far as it is relevant for the present 
purpose, reads thus : 

71-A. Definition. — 

In this Chapter, unless the context otherwise requires : — 

(a) the employment of a railway servant is said to be 

"continuous" except when it is excluded or has 
been declared to be essentially intermittent or 
intensive ; 

(b) the employment of a railway servant is said to be 

"essentially intermittent” when it has been declared 
to be so by the prescribed authority on the ground 
that the daily hours of duty of the railway ser- 
vant normally include periods of inaction aggregat- 
ing six houis or more (including at least one such 
period of noi loss than one hour or two such 
periods of not less than half an hour each), during 
which the railway servant may be on duty, but 
is not called upon to display cither physical acti- 
vity or sustained attention ; 

(c) the employment of a railway servant is said to he 

"excluded”, if he belongs to any one of the follow- 
ing categories, namely ; 

(v) such stall as may be specified as supervisory staff 
by the Central Government by rules made under 
section 71E. An analysis of Section 71A will 
reveal that the employment of a railway servant 
is of four categories, namely :■ — 

(1) continuous. 

(2) essentially intermittent, 

(3) excluded, and 

(4) intensive, 

Normally, Ibe employment is continuous, except where it 
is excluded or has been declared to be "essentially intermi- 


ttent" by the prescribed authority. Section 71-E, in so fur as 
It is applicable to the present purpose, reads : 

71-E, Power to make rules:— 

(1) The Central Government may make inles — 

(a) prescribing the authorities who may declare that 
the employment of any railway servant is essen- 
tially intermittent ; and providing for 

appeals against any such declaration and the man- 
ner in which, and the conditions subject to which, 
any such appeal may be filed and heard. 

In exercise of its powers under sub-section (1) of Section 
71-E, the Central Government made the Railway Servants 
(Hours of Employment) Rules, 1961. Rules 3 and 4, which 
are relevant, reads thus : 

3. Power to Classify the Employment of a Railway Set- 

vant. — 

(1) The power to declare the employment of 

a railway servant as essentially intermit- 

tent within the meaning of section 71 A shall vest 
with the Head of the Railway Administration or with 
an officer not below the rank of a senior scale officer 
as a temporary measure during the periods of emer- 
gency. 

(2) A copy of every declaration made under sub-rule (1) 

shall be sent to the Regional Labour Commissioner, 

4. Appeals against Classification. — 

(1) If any question arises in respect of a declaration made 

under rule 3, the mutter shall be refer ted to the 
Regional Labour Commissioner whose decision, sub- 
ject to the provision of sub-rule (2) shall be final. 

(2) Any person aggrieved by a decision of the Regional 

Labour Commissioner may, before the expiry of 30 
days from the date on which the decision of the 
Regional Labour Commissioner is communicated to 
him, prefer an appeal to the Government whose 
decision thereon shall be final. 

The ambit of Rules 3 and 4 is quile clear. The power to 
declare the employment of a railway servant ns essentially 
Intermittent can be exercised either by the Head of the Rail- 
way Administration or by any officer provided lie is not an 
officer below the rank of a senior scale officer. The power 
can be exercised as a temporary measure and that also during 
a period of emergency. A copy of every declaration of 
classification has to be sent to the Regional Labour Commis- 
sioner. An exercise of the power in contravention of Rule 
3 will be illegal and invalid. The effect of a validly declared 
classification is final, if not challenged under sub-rule (1) of 
Rule 4 before a Regional Labour Commissioner. In case the 
railway servants affected by the declaration wish to challenge 
its propriety or validity, they have to raise that question before 
the Regional Labour Commissioner. If his decision turns in 
favour of the railway servants, (he Railway Administration 
or the Railway Company may file an appeal before the 
Government ; while if the decision of the Regional Labour 
Commissioner is against the railway servants, they may simi- 
larly appeal to the Government. The decision of the Regional 
Labour Commissioner is final, where no appeal is made, and 
where an appeal is made by eithef side, it is the decision of 
the Government which becomes final. The Traffic Manager 
of the Railway Company, in exercise of the powers under Rule 
3, made the first declaration Ext. M-1 on January 21/25, 
1974 whereby he converted the continuous service of each 
Station Master /Assistant Station Master to essentially inter- 
miltcnt between Rohtas and Nawhalla Road railway stations. 
By the second declaration F.x< W-7. dated January 30, 1974, 
he converted the continuous scivicc of all I’oinlsman also 
into essentially intermittent and extended the first, as also 
the second, declaration over the entire route. The effect of 
these declarations was admittedly to enhance the duty hours 
from 8 to 12 which is within the permissible limits under sec- 
tion 71C. It has been seen earlier that the declarations were, as 
required by sub-rule (2) of Rule 3, sent to the Regional 
Labour Commissioner, This fact has been asserted in cate- 
gorical terms in paragraph 24 of (he wri'ten statement of 
the Railway Company and has not been donied or contro- 
verted by the union in para 24 of its rejoinder. It must be 
taken, therefore, that the Railway Company fully complied 
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with this requirement of the rule. It is admitted that the 
union did not raise any question about the propriety, cor- 
rection or validity of the declarations before the Regional 
Labour Commissioner inviting him to give his decision on 
the question and consequently no question of an appeal, 
arose in the matter. The union submitted to the two dec- 
larations without demur and without agitating it before the 
competent authority, in the manner, required by the Rule. 
These two declarations, therefore, took the shape of finality. 
The union has, however, challenged both the propriety and 
the validity of the two declarations before the Tribunal for 
a variety of reasons, namely, 

(1) The declarations are invalid for non-compliance 

with the manadatory provisions of Section 9A of the 
Act. 

(2) They are bad because they were not issued by the 

prescribed authority, 

(3) They are bad because they are the result of mala- 

fides, 

(4) They are bad because they amount to unfair labour 

practice, 

(5) They arc bad because they were issued when there 

was no emergency; and 

(6) They are again bad because they applied to a pro- 

longed period of time and were not intended to 
be purely as a temporary measure. 

None of these contentions, however, is sustainable either in 
law or, where they are founded on fact, on fact. 

15. Section 9A of the Acl, relevant for our present pur- 
pose, reads thus ; 

9A. Notice of change.— No employer, who proposes to 
effect any change in the conditions of service appli- 
cable to any workman in respect of any matter 
specified in the Fourth Schedule, shall effect such 
change, — 

(a) without giving to the workmen likely to bo affec- 

ted by such change a notice in the prescribed 
manner of the nature of the change proposed to 
be affected ; or 

(b) within twenty-one days of giving such notices : 

Provided that no notice shall be required for effecting 
any such change- 

lb) where the workmen likely to be affected by the 

change arc persons to whom any 

other rules or regulations that may be notified 
in this behalf by the appropriate Government 
in the Official Gazette, apply. 

The Fourth Schedule as the title “conditions of service for 
change of which notice is to be given"; and item 4 of this 
schedule reads Hours of work and rest intervals". The 
contention of the union is that it is a condition of service 
of railway servants that their duty hours will be 8 and 
since this was enhanced from 8 to 12 without compliance 
with Section 9A by giving notice, and without waiting for 
the expiry of the statutory period of 21 days, the declarations 
are bad. Section 2(k) uses two phrases ; “the terms of em- 
ployment” and “conditions of labour” while Section 9A uses 
the words "conditions of service”. It can admit of no doubt 
that the expressions “term of employment” and conditions 
of service” or “conditions of labour" certainly cover hours of 
work. Sec Secretary, Madras Gymkhana Ciub Employees* 
Union Vs. Gymkhana Club, AIR 1968 SC 554. The ex- 
pression “terms of employment" is wider in scope than the 
expression “conditions of service". Sec Ram Nath Koeri Vs 
Lakshmi Devi Sugar Mills, 1956 01) LU 11. The employ- 
ment is the contract of service between the employer and the 
employees whereunder the employees agree to serve Ihe em- 
ployer, subject to the terms of employment. The conditions 
of employment may be laid down by a contract of by Jaw 
or by an order, executive or statutory, of a Government, If 
the hours of work are a term of a contract of sej-vicc entered 
into between the employer and his employees, these may not 
bo absolute and will, in all cases, be subject to and can be 


regulated by a law on the subject. Where, however, the hours 
of work are controlled and regulated by statute or by a rule 
or regulation made thereunder, it will be these 
hours of work which will be binding on the employers and 
the employees. I he power to classify the employment of 
railway servants as continuous, essentially intermittent, ex- 
cluded or intensive is a suitutoiy power under Section 71A 
read with Section 71E, of the Railways Act and if the 
power is exercised under rule 3, the effect in duty hours is 
that a railway servant whose employment is essentially inter- 
mittent may have to work for 12 hours and a railway servant 
whose employment is excluded may have to work all the 
24 hours. This will be on the basis of exercise of statutory 
power to classify the employment of railway servants and 
not by way of a change in the conditions of labour or in 
the conditions of service. As has been slated earlier, the 
terms of employment with regard to duty hours m the case 
of railway servants is not a matter of contract or a matter 
of conditions Of service, but is essentially one which partains 
to a statutory power to clasify the employment 
of such servants. The union has not filed any docu- 
ment to show that there is any written conditions of their 
service : nor have they filed their letters of appointment to 
indicate that there was an express stipulation governing their 
duty hours : and, the Standing Orders Hxt. M-17 also do not 
contain any order regulating duly hours, Section 9A of the 
Act appeals to have no application to railway servants, 
whether they belong to the Indian Railways or to Railway 
companies. Section 9A itself says that no notice shall be 
required for effecting any such change in respect of item 4 
of the Fourth Schedule where the workmen likely to be 
affected by the change are persons to whom any other rule 
and regulation that may be notified in this behalf by the 
appropriate Government in (he Official Gazette, apply, The 
Railway Servants (Hours of Employment) Rules are rules 
In this category, to which Section 9A has no application. 1 
am. therefore, of the view that the Railway Company was 
entitled to reclassify the employment of all its railway ser- 
vants from continuous to essentially intermittent wihout 
compliance with Section 9A of the Act. It was held 
in May and Baker (India) Limited Vs. Their workmen, 1961 
(II) LLJ 94 and in Workmen of Hindustan Shipyard fP) 

Limited Vs. Industrial Tribunal, 1961 til) LLJ 526 that an 
employer has the power to vary the working hours within 
statutory limits; and this is what has been done, in the 

instant case, by the Railway Company also. To the same 

effect is the decision in the Oil and Natural Gas Commission 
Vs. the Workmen, AIR 1973 SC 968. One has only to sub- 
slitutc the phrase "classification of smployment” for tho 
phrase “working hours". 

16. The above discussion will show that the two declara- 
tions issued by the Railway Company do not create any 

Industrial dispute, even though they may be disputed by ihe 
union, because Ihe Act has no application at all. The Tri- 
bunal is, therefore, precluded from going into that question 
and. for that matter, into the further questions whether they 
were not issued by the prescribed authority, whether they are 
the result of malafidcs, whether they amount to unfair labour 
practice, whether they were for a prolonged period or purely 
as a temporary measure, and whether there was any emer- 
gency or no'. The Tribunal will have no jurisdiction to go 
Into these matters for several reasons, Firstly, the dispute 
being not an industrial dispu'e. the Tribunal has no power 
to decide these matters. Secondly, if there was malafidcs 
if there was unfair labour practice, if there was no tem- 
orary measure, if thete was no emergency, if the declarations 
ad not been made by the prescribed authority, if ihey were 
bad for any other analogous reasons, all these questions 
should have been raised by the union before the Regional 
Labour Commissioner who was the only authority statutorily 
competent to entertain, hear and decide Ihcse points : and 
whose decision, the law says, would bo final, unless an appeal 
was made to tho Government. All these mutters are foreign 
to the jurisdiction of the Tribunal. It is a case where the 
remedy open to the union was not availed of, and the remedy 
not open to it, is being pressed in service. 

17, However, all these matters .vere argued at great 
length by both sides, and if T may say so, with great vehe- 
mence and fervour, and therefore, T wish to say a few words 
on merits also. The two decimations were issued by tho 
Traffic Manager. The learned counsel for the union argued 
that the Traffic Manager was not a senior scale officer and, 
therefore, he had not the power to issue these declarations, 
No such plea was raised expressly, or even by implication. 
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in the i ejoindcr. The Railway Company cannot be allowed 
to be taken by surprise during the course of aiguments. Had 
the plea been raised, it would have been forewarned and might 
have taken necessary steps to file the gradation list to show 
that the Traffic Manager was a senior scale officer. In the 
evidence. Phulendia Prasad, MW-2 deposed that the .Secretary 
of the Railway Company is the Head of the Railway Ad- 
ministration, whereas A. Kumar, the Ti attic Manager, is the 
head of the Traffic department, and is second only to (he 
Head of the ailway Company. He further stated that the 
scale of pay of (he Ti attic Manager is Rs. 1800 — 2500, ’ 
besides certain other perquisites. The C eutral Pay Commission’s 
Repost shows that a scale of Rs. 1800 to 2500 is a senior 
scale. There is, thciefoic, no mcnls in this contention. The 
first declaration lasted during the period January 25, 1974 
to February 13, 1974 and the second declination applied to 
the period January 30, 1974 to Februaiy 13, 1974, vide Ext. 
W-l, W-2 and M-9. The first one had a duration of 20 days 
and the second one a duration of 15 days. One cannot, there- 
fore, designate these short durations as prolonged: they are 
obviously temporary in nature. The question of malafides 
and emergency are interlinked and hinge upon the same evi- 
dence. It is not disputed that even before the Issue of these 
two declarations, there were two Station Masters and one 
Pointman in the “excluded” category, and one Assistant 
Station Master and thirty-six Pointsmen in the "essentially 
intermittent” category, It is only the rej that were declared 
to be in “essentially inlermihent” employment by c hanging 
their classification from the category of “continuous” employ- 
ment. This was done, plainly, to my mind, when the Rail- 
way Company was faced with an emergency. There is a 
complex of industries, collectively called Roittas Industries 
at DLrlmianagar. Its subsidiary industries arc papci, cement, 
chemicals, Vanaspati etc In addition to Rohttts Industries, 
there is anothci cement factory called the Ashoka Cement 
Limited. The Rohtas industries Cement Factory and the 
Ashoka Cement Limited between themselves consume about 
2000 tonnes of limestone as raw material and produce about 
12,50 tonnes of cement per day, a fact which has not been 
denied by the union which felt satisfied by stating in its tejoin- 
der that it has no comments to offer. The General Secretary of 
the Dalmianagar Mazdoor Sewa Sangh setved a strike notice 
upon the Rohtas Industries and Ashoka Cement Limited on 
Occember 11, 1973 of (heir intention to go on strike, The 
Joint Secretary of the Dnlminnagar Mazdoor Union served 
a similar notice upon Rohtas Industries and Ashoka Cement 
Limited on December 31, 1973. The above will appear from 
Ext. M-l and M-2 Ext. M-3 is a charter of their demands. 
The Government of Bihai even prohibited the staging of the 
strike under Rule 119 of the Defence of India Rules by noti- 
fication Ext. M-5 dated Februaiy II, 1974. The Parshva 
Propet ties Limited is the sole supplier of limestone to these 
cement factories from its quarries at Tima Pipradih and 
Rohtas . Due to the strike in the two cement factories, the 
manufacture of cement came to a hall and affected the quarry- 


ing of limestone at Tiuia Ptpeidih and Rohtas, with the result 
that Parshva Properties Limited laid-off its workers from 
January 28 1974 as theie was no stocking place left at the 
site of the quanta. Ext. M-12 is a chart showing movement 
of Goods Trains during the peiiod January 14, 1974 (o Feb- 
ruary 13, 1974. Before the decimations, 35 Goods Trains ran 
during the period January 14 to January 24, just preceding the 
date of the first declaration, giving an average of 3.5 Goods 
Trains per day. January 14 to January 24 is a pail of the 
period of strike in the two cement factories. Only 21 Goods 
Trains ran during January 25 to February 13 during which 
the two declarations were in force, giving an average of one 
Goods Tiain per day. On fanuary 25, 27 and 28 three such 
trains run; On January 26 and February 2 only two such 
trains ran; On January 29, 30, 31st and February 1,3, 4,7 and 
8 only one Goods Gain ran. and on February 5,6,9,10,11, 
12 and 13 no Goods Trains were at all lun. Before the period 
of strike, during the peiiod of normalacy, 8 pairs of goods 
trains used to cover the route daily. Tt is not difficult to 
imagine, therefore that during the period of strike, there was 
not much custom to carry Ext. M-13 shows that in the year 
1971 limestone carried was 6,65,883 tonnes us against other 
goods to the extent of 1,10.443 tonnes; in the year 1972 the 
limestone carried was 6,75,641 and other goods 1,03,302 
respectively in the year 1973 the tonnage was 5,58,856 and 
54,884 respectively; and in the year 1974 the tonnage upto 
Angus' 5, 1974 was 48.383 and S,4i5 respectively. The in- 
come during the four years upto August 5. 1974 was Rs. 
55,82,707; Rs. 56,25,602, 56,08,964 and 5,36,201 respectively. 
Ext M-l 4 shows that limestone carried during January 197" 
was 32,661 tonnes as against other goods to the extent of 


7,028 tonnes. F \L M-I5 is a statement showing the duties 
ot Pointsmen dining the period when the two declarations 
were in force. Fxt. M-l 6 is another statement showing the 
duties of Station Masters /Assistant Station At asters during the 
same period, it is worthy of note that even though the two 
cement factories stopped manufacturing cement with effect 
from January 13 when the workmen of thc-c two factories 
went on strike, the Railway Company did noi classify the 
employment of its servants with effect from that date but 
waited from January 13 to January 24 for a full period of 
12 day s and then alone issued the first declaration and it is 
only when Parshva Properties Limited stopped quarring on 
January 27 when the company issued the second declaration 
on January 30. It docs not appear to have been the intention 
of the Railway Company to act by way of malafides merely 
to take moie work from its scivants. The raw material deplated 
and then dis-appcaied and there was little the Railway Com- 
pany could carry. Rs funds staited dwindling and it had to 
lay-off some of ils employees and take more work from the 
deplated strength of the staff by i e-class Tying their employ- 
ment It does not follow as a matter of fact that the aRilwuy 
servants had actually to work overtime merely because they 
were made to work for 12 hours instead of 8. The work 
load was not the same, and indeed, much less, because of the 
curtailment in Goods Trains service. The period of 12 hours 
compressed periods of activity and periods of in-nction because 
either no trains were running or very few were on the run- 
in the circumstance it is not possible lo hold lhat the dec- 
linations wcie the result of malafides, or there was no emer- 
gency. There can be no question of unfair labour practices 
also when the declarations were made in the circnnistances 
above mentioned. There was no victimisation etc, The old 
classification was revived of Feb. 14 when the strike were 
stopped. However, as stated earlier, these questions do not 
fall for de f ermination before the Tribunal in view of the fact 
that the Tribunal has no jurisdiction over them. 


18. The next contention is that there was in existence a 
binding settlement between the parties which was still in 
operation and, therefore, the declarations could not be made 
so as to infringe the settlement. There rs no substance in this 
contention also. The tenability of the point is not open to the 
decision of the Tribunal. It could have been pleaded before 
the Regionul Lubour Commissioner but us stated earlier, the 
declarations, in so far as the Tribunal i, concerned, are final 
and sueiosanct and cannot be touched. It appears lhat the 
recognised union had served a notice of strike on the Railway 
Company on 4/5th March, 1970 and had also submitted a 
charter of demands on May 26, 1969, As a result of this, 
mutual negotiations took place between the two and (hero 
came into existence a settlement which was to be effective 
from April 1, 1970. One of the terms of the settlement was 
that the Railway Company would employ 12 Pointsmen to 
change over the duty hours from essentially intermittent to 
continuous with regard to five Railway Stations. This settle- 
ment is Ext. W-4. It was arrived at otherwise than in the 
course of conciliation proceedings Section 2fp) read with Rule 
58 of the Central Rules required the settlement lo be signed 
by the parties thereto in such manner as has been prescribed 
and a copy thereto has to be sent to an officer authorised in 
this behalf by the appropriate Government and the Concilia- 
tion Officer, l may lake il that the settlement is in Form 
'H' as it is in substantial compliance with that form, and t 
may further take il that it was sent to the app/opriate autho- 
rity. Dtrder sub-section (1) of Section 18, a settlement arrived 
at by agreement between the employer and the workmen 
otherwise than in the course of concilittion proceeding shall 
be binding on the parties to the agreement, and not on those 
who are not parties to it. The settlement had been entered 
into between the Railway Company and the recognised union 
and not by the. union and, therefore, the union cannot take 
advantage of it. Besides clause (b) of Demand No 34 in 
the settlement says that both the parties agree lhat during 

the pendency of this agreement the employees 

shall not raise any general demand involving financial obli- 
gations. The union has raised such a demand by claiming 
for payment of overtime. Cluuse (a) of Demand No. 34 
mentions that the agreement is a composite settlement and 
no party can have the benefit of one term to the exclusion 
of any other term und if any party seeks to do so. it is 
open lo the other paity to treat itself automatically free from 
the entire agreement. In the circumstance, therefore, foi the 
reasons stated above, the settlement docs not come inlo the 
picture at all. Moreover no contract come override a statue, 
as it will be violative of Public policy. 
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19. The last contention o( (lie learned counsel Tor the 
Railway Company is that (lie lefeienee ilself is bad on 
twin grounds, namely (I) that (he Government had no male- 
l ml befoie if on which it could base ils opinion that there 
was in existence an indnsliial dispute and (2) that the dispute 
relcrrcd is in respect of the justification or otherwise of 
change in the working hours whereas it should have been 
whether Section 9A ol the Act was applicable or not to the 
Railway Company in view of Section VIA, Section 71-F and 
Rule 3 made under Section 71-E of the Railways Act. These 
pleas, to my mind, are too technical to require any consi- 
deiation and pai ticulorly so when a Tribunal should not 
ordinarily embroil itself with more technicalities in the admi- 
nistration of social justice. It may be thnt (he older of lefer 
cnce as framed is a little ambiguous, and calls for a probing 
into the actual dispute in older to find out what exactly was 
referred to Ihe Tribunal. 11 is well-settled that when n 
dispute atises as to the exact scope of the question lcferred, 
it is open to the Tribunal to look into the claim petitions 
and the statements filed befoie it in ordei to understand 
what was the exact dispute that was sought to be ieferred. 
The pleas cleaily show that the ieal dispute is as to whether 
(he Railway Company had or had not the power to classify (he 
employment of its servants, without due compliance with the 
mandatory provisions of Section 9A. Both the patties know 
theii positions in the matter, and on that basis they filed 
their icspcctive wnllen statement and rejoinders, and not 
only that, but adduced evidence in support of their icspcctive 
con'ention s and also raised arguments in that tcguid l„ there- 
fore, reject this contention of the Railway Company. 

20, In view of the totality of my findings, the action of 
the Railway Company in classifying the employment of 
Station Masters/Assistant Station Masters /Pointsmen involving 
Ihe enhancement of the duty hours from 8 to 12, is legal and 
justified; and that being so the workmen are not entitled 
to any relief. 

Sd/-. 

K. B. SRIVASTAVA, Piesiding Officer 
rNo. L-41012/10/74/LR IIT/D 11(B)! 

HARBANS BAHADUR. Section Officer 

rtf 7 SPTT# , 1 9 7 fi 

’FToWTo 2724 — VTfaiaT fafj 1952 ( 1952 

«pt 19) 4?) am i;t rf TTtrm ( i) sm snrw wfwrt wu 

4RT 7R55TT iftoffo fymqrT?rt[ 4Tt T4cT tlftfWf 

tfk wsfR MfiFT RSfar srk 'Jkpt iTtEt % spiM-tl 
% hi't n i. r, i i % itt 3Tt% fe 4^11 ttfl a Mi ptimu % 
if ut fTui tt 9'9-h 4), Hpt'tvi-t, hr tt dvf sr nr fig fan 

otW Jr psrfhpr Mfr m % trr Jr tt Eir ptt'tt ninsr 
Jr, trqr Jr nffarr nurt it fnnnr qr umaTT frt, nuj# 

?tfwtll i tfr xfjr qifaM % Rpr fTfrePT bfiRFfT Tmft £ | 

frrwT T-i20i6(9)/75-'ffotTqro T] 

New Delhi, the 7th July. 1976 

S.O. 2724. — In exercise of the powers confeircd by sub- 
section (1) of section 13 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the Cen- 
tral Government hereby appoints Shii P. T. Sivaprakasum to 
he an Inspector for the whole of the State of Tamil Nadu 
and Pondicherry for the pm poses of the said Act, the Scheme 
and the Family Pension Scheme Earned thereunder in tela- 
lion to any establishment belonging to, or under the control 
of the Ccntinl Government oi in relation to any establishment 
connected with a railway company, a major port, a mine or 
an oilfield oi a co broiled industry or in i elation to an 
establishment having departments ot hi inches in ntoie than 
one State. 

[No, A-12016(9)/75-Ph. \] 

I R 0 Wfo 2725.— nRTT, WRTtT vcfspsq faftT sffr 
W4 ffiftr trfirfJm, 1952 ( 1952 w 19 ) tpV tmr j.i iff ^r- 
uro ( 1 ) 5pt mai tfrfippff tt jetR ttJt grr, vrmr tmtpt: % 


'•JTJT P TJT, T 'nr<TT r wV RaFt UstTTT («R *fft TUTTR fsHTTl) 
4?r xrMjbTTi W rr <rrroxn° 3753 atTh 2 b tpr^jr, teea Tf, 
'■m TT ^JT'PT lEFtr sflWl u° iff a r^Rpirr Jr fwf'RTT TTFfl 


[JTPTT 20( bs)/ tia-rffstpijs I] 

S.O. 2725.- -Ill cxeet cist of the powers confened by sub-scc- 
lion (1) of section 13 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952). the Central 
Government hcicby rescinds the notific ilion of Ihe Govern- 
ment of India in (he late Mrnistiy of 1 ubour, Employment 
and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour rind Employment 
No. SO. 3753 dated ’he 26th October, 1963 so far ns it 
relates lo Shiimati A. B. Sllkthankar. 

[No. 20(65) /64-PF.I1 

ttswtc. 2726 — crPrnr fafn nftrffam, 1952 (1952 
tt 19 ) Tf am 13 4?r T7enrr( i) ?rcr inm wfanifr 44 tnfEr 
9RTf ^rr %nfR UWR '-ft uiRlffa UfJ 47T UR nrfijTm Tfk 
xnfR pffur wk wr Rfar %■ tpfHrrf ^ 

Eru rrrprr in fhipa'' i iTrfET Mfr prpnr ^ rfr^sr 

E 4T tn Wft, WPlrTT, isTFT qT in fqqftld 

?t wfJttfr fTtft ptttt % tfuFtr Jr rn rJJr ptfr % rprtr 
Jr, nr Jr wftrr xrstff Jr faratT rr unwi g>, 

T'T * i j 9 % f?fU (-I flOTi fiTTTT TTtfV ^ I 

[rfiOTT T— 120i«(2)/7 s-cfr^mR o T] 

S.O. 2726. — Tn exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (T) of section 13 of Ihe Fmployees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 |19 of 1952), the Cen- 
tral Government hereby appoints Shii M, V. More to be 
an Inspector for the whole of the State of Maharashtra for 
the purposes of the said Act, Ihe Scheme and the Family 
Pension Scheme framed thereunder in relation to any establish- 
ment belonging lo. or under the control of the Central Gov- 
ernment or in relation to any establishment connected with 
11 util way company, a major port, a mine or an oilfield or 
a conti olltd industry oi in relation to in esf iblishment having 
departments or branches in more than one State. 

[No. A-12016(2)/75-PF T] 

TioWTs 2727 — stFstwit f^rFfer ?iVr fkfkr irfer- 
fjRTT, 1952( 1 962 4TT 1 9) frt UTTT 13 lit fTTtJTTT ( i) gq-jj 
TsA ythftm *fr ttEt vT it, Ti rr rrr^rr?* rnft rrtici^'o ^n%- 

rriwc ^ wt wRtPtzdt, mfEr fJnTrr 

rRH % TTUfiTT % fJtTf Mfpr (Kt'K % qT '3tT% fWflprTT' 

(jfrr Mft rtttr % tR?tT Jr itt kr inrunr, hr 

ITT ITT T^friT Jr TRfJsPT fMf WTTTT ^ ERVIJ Jt 

tt firtfr <JJr wept % wrtj Jr ftriri' Jr TTfirip xr^r'f Jr 
fr<TTiT qT UTPTT'J iff, TTIT^T if^nTT TDT % fi=pr firff^W fiRTIT 
tnaf ^ I 

[ 4 wr ir-1 20 l s( 9 )/ 75 -'ffoU 9 io I(j)] 


S.O. 2727. — In exercise if the powers confened by sub- 
section (1) of section 13 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 oi 1952), the Central 
Government hereby appoints Sbri M. k. TaJegaonkar to be 
an Inspector for the whole of the State of Gujarat for the 
purposes of the said Act, the Scheme and the Family Pension 
St heme framed thereunder in relation to uny establishment 
belonging to, oi under the control of, the Central Govern- 
ment, or in lelation to any establishment connected with a 
railway company, a major pOTt, a mine or an oilfield or a 
controlled industiv, or in relation to an establishment having 
departments or branches in more than one State, 

[No, A-12016(9)/75-PF.I(i)l 
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RR “W o 2 7 2 S — -TRTOfa vf Ufa TOT RIJH fafa 

wW™, 1952 RT 19) 'A fTTTT 13 TO RRRTTT (l) 

HTTT RRR TfrfsFTtft RT RRfa RTF §R sfUiR RTRTT TO RRo TO° 

^rrt TO ^pt RfgfiRRR, tTOr TOr wfat rTOr farfan fTOfr 
jr*r to 4r wuft % Ftr %TOr rtrtt ^ to rr% Ftrtoto- 
dfa fatTO tor % rrto 4 to fatTO t«r rtoTO, tow, tor 
m ^ W R faRfWT TORN R RRFtot fafaf RTORR % RTOR 4 
TO faTO ^4 TRTRT R RTOR 4 fTOfat mp if RftTR TDR 4 FtTOR 
TO TOTOU: TO, TP^R R^m^ TTiR TOt TORT TOFT TOT fTR RR 
TDR eT^- TO frorr faUsTR faRRT RWrt t I 

[ROT Tr- 1 2 0 1 6 ( 1 7) / 7 5-'ftorjTOo 1] 


^ RTOR RTOf gu TOt RTTR RTRTT % TOT RTORR TO RfTOJRTO 
tfTOT Too 2968 mTOflr 21-8-1975 % TOfT.R 4 fa T^faRR TOTOR 
toTOTOtot two (from tot) tottr^t, sftTRyr-g TO rrt *rfa- 
fronr % irroTO 4 4 wfo, 1970 4 3 r3tt, 1977 rr (famtf 
q? Rr TO Trfirofwr t) r 4 TO RRfa % fafar $■ 1 

2. ■jfafaR TO to?F frorofafTOr If, Rufe :— 

( 1 ) 7W <FTrwtk RT fTOmiT, TOT RRftT TO TORT fa TIP 

TOtpt rr rk«*i4 to: rrr TOtrfronr r r4 tor to ( FTOr w4 

TOT% TORTR ’3W TOlfa’ RifT RRT if) , faff faRTfaPTt, hff spfR 

4 TOr f[TO fTOwfeTO R-f^r ?m TO rrrTO tdr Tort (tototr) 
fTOTOnr, 1950 % wTOr TOf rrt rrU TO tort $TO TO, 


S.O. 2728 — -In escicise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 13 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 ol 1952), the Central 
Government hereby appoints Shri N. (i. Destii to be an 
Inspector for the whole of l he State of Mahantshtra and the 
Union terntoiy of Goa, Daman and Diu for the purposes 
of the snid Act, the Scheme and the Family Pension Scheme 
framed thereunder in lelation to any establishment belonging 
to, or under the control of, the Cent! nl Government or in 
relation to any establishment connected with a milway com- 
pany, a major poit, a mine or an oilfield or a controlled 
industry, or in relation to an establishment having depart- 
ments or branches in moie than one State. 

[No. A 12016fl7)/7J-PF. I] 
TO fTOTO, 8 W=TO, 1978 

*suwto 2729 -~tt(TOiTO rFrto ffafa TOTOm, i 1952 
( 1952 to 19) TO am 13 TO mm ( 1) am sntro TOTOTO 
to TOfa toTO §n TOt rttr rtrtt % tot rstrr TO TOTOyror 

RRRT Too Too 711 TOTO 1 RTfa, 1974 TO, TOTORlR RTTf JR 
TOTOr rtrtt TO TOo tod fFurt TO w RfafarRR, tTOr TOt 

RR% TOffa fTOfWT twr tTOr % TOftTOTt ^ far? TOTOr 

TtTTOT % TO WT% fTOd WatR fTOTO TTOTOT % TTTOT ^ TO fTOft 
5pT^t, mTOTR, TOR TO TOR WT TO fTOfWT ^ftR R TOftef 

froft toirr % TOra r to faTO Fr ^torr % rrf r TOtr% ttto 
Tt TTFaf: ttto R Urtr Rr RRint TO 1 TOR[A firgK rtrr % ftTO 
UTOsw fRRTO TOtfV ¥ I 

[RTOT R-1201S /( 1 5) / 7 dTO ot^Ri 0 I(li)] 


(2) fi'iK am rto tTfirfronr TO am 45 TO RR-am 
(i) * wTOr fa to rto TOf faTOarr to frorRTOW 
fafrorr ffifairo TOf tor RRarfr — 

(i) am 44 TO RRffm ( 1 ) % wTOr, rtot artrfa TO 
Rttot TO Rf fTOft HctTO TO fafsTfeRf TO Rw r Ud 

TOTO % RRfiJRT^; TO 

(ii) r^ Trt’RpTfrTOf toTO % RRlrorfa fat Rnfartfa ttrr 
TOrt (RTamR) firfronr, 1950 sttt RronfaftTR 
TfaH *5 iffa afafarw, tort RRfa % fafa Rti rr $ ^ 

'fiff; rt 

(iii) rit afaTfafaror rtTO % M tffa Hi«l fat toFtoTO, faRfara 
am fa^ Rtf RR RTTRRt TO, fara% RjRRRTOT R?r yffa. 
fiRRi % *tTOr y fft rt T^t |, RRtR if Tot toj 
TOT R* RI% Rtr fPtrt RRT gTO | TO Rift; TO 

(iv) R? afafaffanr toTO rrUrt 1 # fat ur TOrftr % 

TOttr, rr rw RH*aM ?faa if afafaRR JJr mFtq 

9 =jTR R, fat-rfr RRTOat RtT TOJRTTOT fatRT RRT TO 

TO R^t ; 

faryfaftn RtU rtTO ^r faTO RRW 5 FIT .— 

(<p) aara to TORRflro froffaiwr ?r tfaw rtto fV rw 

^TO TORRttTl $ faf% RRfaTOT faTrtfTRt RT TOR RRRpfif 
TOTOTRRt RRIRft TO 


New Delhi, the 8th July, 1976 

S.O. 2729.— Tn exeicisc of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (l) of section 13 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), and in 
supersession of the notification of the Government of India 
in the Ministry of Labour No. S.O. 711 dated the 1st March, 
1974, the Central Government hereby appoints Shri P. S. 
Dhotrekar to be an Inspector for the whole of the State of 
Bihar foi the purposes of the said Act, the scheme and the 
Family Pension Scheme framed thereunder in relation to 
any establishment belonging to, or under the control of the 
Central Government or in 1 elation to any establishment 
connected with a tailway company, a major port, a mine or 
an oilfield or a conti oiled industry, or in relation to an esta- 
blishment having departments or hranches in more than one 
State. 

[No. A. 12016 (15)/73-PF.I(ii)J 


(tj) RHTR TO RTORffR ftRfaPF % TORRUtTOr fartf) 
Rfmsrfa, ttorr, rirIrr to tor Rffarr if fa uT TO 
TOTOr RRR RT tTOrr RfTRT TOt rr% rrtTO ?r TOT 
Tfatro totto fat if mItoiTO farffarR TOt rrt^TO 
% RTOR TOffRR n^T, R%t Tot TOR RFTOfar, 
faTOwro TO 3TTO RRHffr ^t RR9T TOt 

RRifa RfTWT TOtfa TO ^RT RTRRtTft R fafar t 
UIRtRRf RRTT^ t; TO 

(R) RTOR TO TOTOffaR fRRfalRT TO, RR% Brfawrf TO TOffi 

TO, to faS" faTO a hfafi TO TO fi# Rfmafar, trptr, 

sptRfaTR TO TOR RfTRT # RTTO wfa, TO faTO *Rfa?T 
TO farcfat gfa if mr fRftWRt TO WR RRTOfa % TOR 
RR fTOTTOR RtTO TOT T[faR-^fR RfTTR ¥ fat RR rUrtTO 
RffSTT RTTTO; rt 


Rf ftmt, 9 t^rof, 1976 

WsTOo 27 30 --TOAr RTRtrr, RTORtfa TTJR TORT Rfa- 
fRRR, 1948 ( 1948 Rif 34) TO trm 87 ffTTT RRTR TlfaRRf ) 


(<r) rtwTO, trtrr, RtrafarR rt tor rItrt if vi 
fatTO Tfarerr, to tor tortr* TO rrto rtot 

RtTTO RT t3R% - jt RTR TOfT I 
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STEP! 

w uppr # mm tt tgj irt xrrrsffik hf | wfr 

^ % fprtipoir £ fim x^fipr ^ ^ 1 3,!rT ^ r ’ 

ir? sprrP'nT Pppt untrr ^ Op far TfrfwOEff if ’PtwfT t! 

xnrwt 4 WZ qf) ^ '4V t foirnffi ^ ^fk 

^rcarRt <$£ w tm | i na ; vft 5nnf45 burr utfit £ Op mrf- 
95 ft CTWCTar if ^ FftstfT ^ %d TT nftPUT SUPA F(?T 
s ) P) ( 

[wtTTO-38017/8/74-I(« mf°] 
New Delhi, the 9th Julv, 1976 


(d) make copies of or take extracts from, any register, 
account book or other document maintained in 
such factory, establishment, office or other pre- 
mises. 

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM 

It has become necessary to give retrospective effect to the 
exemption in this case, us the required information for re- 
newal of exemption was received late. However, it is certi- 
fied that the conditions under which the factory wa s initially 
granted exemption still persist and the factory is eligible for 
exemption. It is also certified that the grant of exemption 
with retrospective effect will not affect the interest of any- 
body adversely. 

[No. S-38017 /8 /74-HfJ 


S.O. 2730.— In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
87 of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) 
and in continuation of the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Labour No. S. O. 2968 dated the 
21st August, 1975 the Central Government hereby exempts 
the Indian Oil Corporation Limited (Marketing Division) 
Arampore, Kanpur-9 from the operation of the said Act for 
a further period of one year with effect from the 4th April, 
1976 upto and inclusive of the 3rd April, 1977. 

2. The above exemption is subject to the following condi- 
tions, namely ; — 


4$ ftetft, 1 2 5P=rif 1976 

f^To ttu 2731.— mir: 4Kra4 Tpnr tramc 4 ttr 

4T4T dfuruna, 1948 ( 1948 «PT 34) tflTT 4 % tjprr (q) 
^ d>l q $To »fro HTrrjfit *<fPT T7 «f) t£fr° 
trf^Pr, tunm: fiomr, froffi *r trur a)*tT 

fr»PT # -m rm ttr irfqlqftiFr ^ fat qrofirfipsr fawr 

I; 


(1) The employer of the said factory shall submit in res- 
pect of the peritxl during which that factory was subject to 
the operation of the said Act (hereinafter referred to as the 
said period), such returns in such form and containing such 
particulars as were due from it in respect of the said period 
under the Employees’ State Insurance (General) Regulations, 
1950; 

(2) Any inspector appointed by the Corporation under 
sub-section (1) of section 45 of the said Act, or other Official 
of the Corporation authorised in this behalf shall, for the 
purposes of— 

(i) verifying the particulars contained In any return sub- 

mitted under sub-section (1)' or section 44 for the 
said period; or 

(ii) ascertaining whether registers and records were main- 

tained as required by the Employees’ State Insurance 
(General) Regulations, 1950 for the said period; 
or 

(iii) ascertaining whether the employees continue to be 

entitled to benefits provided by the employer in cash 
and kind being benefits in consideration of which 
exemption is being granted under this notification, 
or 

(iv) ascertaining whether any of the provisions of the Act 

had been complied with during the period when 
such provisions were in force in relation to the 
said factory; be empowered to — 

(a) require the principal or immediate employer to 
furnish to him such information as he may con- 
sider necessary; or 


WH:, W, fl'R.'R *4nTfl TU4 trfafaw, 1948 

( 1948 VT 34) JfRT 4 if KfHTT 

ofwjx-fi ffiwr q?ro qro 1517 , ffrtw i4jXrihr, 1076 if 

fts’Tfrfirr i wtrftu- 

^ff uftpJAqT "(TTTtr tpriFRl SKT HR! 4 («f) 

$ xrtftT mqfiirfatss:)” vffihit % 1 9 » urm) n?r sifafv 

% FffiT <TT. qfSrP? Rtf) qTffift, xmfq; 

94TW4 HT-PR, 

*tq fintpr, fiimfit' 


[ffWT iJ-160125/76-t?q°xnfo] 

qtto mro Tr^nqTmr, sq qFpr 

New DclST, the 12 th July, 1976 

S.O. 2731. — Whereas the State Government of Meghalaya 
has, in pursuance of clause (d) of section 4 of the Employees’ 
State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) nominated Shri S. 
Madwein, Secretary to the Government of Meghalaya, Labour 
Department, Shillong, to represent that State on the Employees’ 
State Insurance Corporation in place of Shri J. C. Nampui. 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 4 of the Employees’ 
State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948). the Central Govern- 
ment hereby makes the following amendment in the noti- 
fication of the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour 
No. S.O. 1517, dated the 14th April, 1976, namely :■ — 


(b) enter any factory, establishment, office or other 

premises occupied by such principal or immediate 
employer at any reasonable time and require any 
person found inchargo thereof to produce to 
such Inspector or other official and allow him 
to examine such accounts, books and other docu- 
ments relating to the employment of persons and 
payment of wages or to furnish to him such in- 
formation as he may consider necessary; or 

(c) examine the principal or immediate employer, his 

agent or servant, or any person found m such 
factory, establishment, office or other premises or 
any person whom the said Inspector or other 
official has reasonable cause to believe to have 
been an employee; or 
50 GI/76 — 5. 


In the said notification, under the heading “(nominated by 
the Slate Governments under clause (d) of section 4>”, for 
the entry against item 19, the following entry shall be sub- 
stituted, namely ; — 


Shri S. Marwein, 

Secretary to the Government of Meghalaya, 
Labour Department, Shillong. 


[No. U-16012/5/76-HI) 
S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Dy. Secy. 
New Delhi, the 9th July, 1976 


S.O, 2732,— In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
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hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the Allahabad Bank 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central Govern- 
ment on the 5th July, 197b. 


CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
AT CALCUTTA 


Reference No. 59 of 1975 


PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the Allahabad Bank, 
AND 


Their Workmen. 

APPEARANCE : 

On behalf of Employers — Sri G. D. Maheswari, Law 
Officer, Personnel. 

On behalf of Workmen — Sri A. D, Singh, President, 
Allahabad Bank Cash Staff Association. 

State : West Bengal INDUSTRY : Banking 

AWARD 


By Order No. L. 120I2/97/75/DII/A dated 6th Septem- 
ber, 1975, the Government of India, Ministry of Labour, 
referred an industrial dispute existing between the employers 
in relation to the Allahabad Bank and their workmen, to 
this tribunal for adjudication. The reference reads as : 

“Whether the claim of Sri Deep Chand Kapoor for post- 
ing as Head Cashiar at the Burrabazar Branch of 
the Allahabad Bank is justified 7 if so, to what 
relief is the said workmen entitled 7 

.2. Claim for special allowance by the bank employees was 
settled under the Settlement dated 19-10-1966 between the 
bank managements and their workmen. Paragraph 5.2 of 
the aforesaid settlement provides the special allowance pay- 
able to Asstt. Head Cashiers upto Head-Cashiers in Cate- 
gory E (they are enumerated as items xii to xviii in Part I 
under Paragraph 5.2 referred to above). The amount of 
the allowance had been increased in each of these cases under 
the later settlement dated 12-10-1970. Sri Deep Chand 
Kapoor was a Head Cashier of Category A at Bhowanipur 
branch of Allahabad Bank in Calcutta in 1972, when he 
was drawing an allowance of Rs. 33/- per mensem. This 
was so because there was only a unit of 4 clerks. Under A 
category if the unit was of 5 clerks and above tho allowance 
would be Rs. 43/- in the same category. On behalf of Sri 
Kapoor it was contended that a vacancy of a Head-Cashier 
who was to be paid Rs. 43 as allowance occurred in Buna- 
bazar branch of the Bank on 1-8-1972; but he was not 
appointed to that vacancy. On the other hand, it is conten- 
ded that tho management did not fill up that vacancy until 
18-7-1973 and later one Nanak Chandra Khctrl was appointed 
to that vacancy with effect from 18-7-1973. And on behalf 
of Shri Kapoor it was contended that he would be entitled 
to be appointed to the post of Head Cashier of Burra Bazar 
branch with effect from 1-8-1972 getting an allowance of 
Rs. 43/- per mensem. 


3. It is relevant to point out that the seniority inter so 
among the staff of the Bank was determined as per the Rules 
mentioned in Ext. M-2. The special allowance of the bank 
cashiers was determined under a separate agreement. Ext 
M-l dated 22-9-1973 by which the category of cashiers were 
classified as category A, Category B, Category C, and Cate- 
gory E depending upon the quantity of the money deposit 
of each branch. Category B is not applicable to this case. 
Branch comes under this category A if the deposit is less 
than Rs. 50 lakhs; it comes under Category C If the deposit 
is above Rs. 50 lakhs; it comes under Category E if the 
„ F°d 1 ,,°" e cro / e of r «Pees and above. The cashiers will 
£ ct , T 3 A Rs _ 55 and Rs. 85 respectively in each of these 
banks. After Ext. M-l agreement came into force Shri 
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Kapoor was appointed at Bhowanipore branch with an allow- 
ance of Rs. 85 with effect from 29-11-1973. At that time 
he was already acting on an special allowance of Rs. 55/- 
with effect from 31-10-1973 at the same office. It is also 
relevant to point out that he was paid the proportionate 
amount of special allowance with effect from 21-10-73 since 
Shri Khetri had also been promoted to category E with effect 
from 21-10-1973. So Shri Kapoor had no complaint with 
regard to his allowance. He had drawn at the rate of 
Rs 85/- per mensem with effect from 21-10-1973. Between 
him and Shri Khetri there could be no dispute with regard 
to the payment of special allowance from 21-10-1973- Both 
of them got the same rate of allowance under Category E 
Head Cashier. 


4, However, the dispute centres, round the question whe- 
ther Shri Kapoor would be entitled as of right to claim a 
transfer to Burra Bazar branch with effect from 1-8-1872 or 
at least to reimburse him special allowance at the rate of 
Rs. 43/- from 1-8-1872 to 21-10-1973. First of all the 
Union or the workman concerned did not produce any evidence 
to show that the management withheld the posiing of any 
Head cashier at Burra Bazar branch with effect from 1-8-1972 
and until 18-7-1973, when the vacancy was offered to Shri 
Khetri. In the absence of any evidence the right to keep 
open the vacancy at Burra Bazar branch from 1-8-1972 to 
18-7-1973 appears to be a managerial right, which cannot 
be questioned. It is for the management to decide to fill 
up the vacancy or keep it vacant. It would depend upon 
several factors which the management alone could decide. 
So, Shri Kapoor could not chum as matter of right any 
transfer to Burra Bazar branch with effect from 1-8-1972, 
much less to claim the relative special allowance for the 
period ending with 18-7-1973. 


5. The next question is whether Shri Kapoor could be paid 
the allowance at the rate of Rs. 43/- per mensem from 
18-7-73 to 21-10-1973. It is admitted that there are other 
employees who are senior to Shri Kapoor in the Head 
Head Cashiers' posts and as such Shri Kapoor could not 
claim any preference over Shri Khetri. It is qlso stated that 
Shri Khetri is senior to Shri Kapoor. There is no ride 
that an Asstt. Cashier could not be placed in charge of the 
work of A category Head Cashier. It is not a cadre promo- 
tion. The Tribunal can interfere only if there is discrimina- 
tion interse between two employees in the matter of selection 
for payment of special allowance. The dispute has never 
been between Shri Kapoor and Shri Khetri for identical- 
post of Head Cashier. If that be so, Shri Kapoor would not 
have been a rival to Shri Khetri since there were other em- 
ployees declared to be senior to Shri Kapoor. Shri Kapoor, 
therefore, could not establish any discrimination much less 
any injustice in this case. There is no basis in his claim 
for transfer or for special allowance. 


6. In the result, the Reference is answered against the 
workman. An Award is passed accordingly. 

[No. L. 12012/97/75 /D.II(A)1 

Dated, Calcutta, E. K. MOIDU, Presiding Officer 

The 29th June, 1976. 


S.O. 2733. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal Jabalpur in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the State Bank of India 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 2nd July, 1976. 


HtrOKE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUN AL-CUM-I.ABOUR COURT, JABALPUR 
(M.P.) 


PRESENT ; 

SHRI S. N. JOHRI, M,Sc., LL.M. — Presiding Officer- 

Cute No. CGIT/LCOR) (7) of 1*75 
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PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to (he management of State Bank 
of Indore and their workmen represented through the 
General Secretary, State Bank of Indore Kararn- 
chari Sangh, 30, Bakshi Gali, Indore (M.P.) 

APPEARANCES : 

For workmen — None 
For employers— None. 

INDUSTRY : Bank DISTRICT : Indore (M.P.) 


AWARD 

Dated : June 26, 1976 

Government of India in the Labour Department refened 
the following industrial dispute for the adjudication bv this 
Tribunal vide their Older No. L-12012/93/74-LR, ni-Dll(A) 
dated 10th February, 1975 : — 

“Whether the demand of the State Bank of the Indore 
Karamcbari Sangh. Indore, that Shri Mohan Ganga- 
ram, Cash Peon, Prince Yeshwant Road Branch of 
the State Bank of Indore should be paid the cash 
peon allowance for the period from the 1st February. 
1972 to the 8th August, 1972 is justified ? If so, to 
what relief is he entitled 

2. The parties have entered into a settlement and have 
sent a memorandum of settlement signed by both the parties 
and the worman concerned. It has been stated therein that 
the amount of claim has been paid by the management and 
prayed that in view of the above settlement a no dispute 
award be given. The award is given accordingly. The 
settlement petition shall form part of the award. 

S. N, JOHRI, Presiding Officer. 
fNo. L-12012/93/74-LR IIE 

R. KUNJITHAPADAM, Under Secy. 

BEFORE THF, CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TR1BU- 

NAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 724 NAPIER TOWN. 

JABALPUR (M.P.) 

I. D. No. CGIT/LC (R) (7)/75 

In the matter of Industrial Dispute 


BETWEEN 

The Management of Stale Bank of Indore, Head Office. 
5 Yeshwant Niwas Road, Indore 


AND 

Its workmen : Shri Mohan Gangaram, Cash Peon, 
B. O, P. Y. Road, Indore as represented by State 
Bank of Indore Karamchaii Sangh, 30, Bakshi Gali. 
Indore. 


It is stlbmitled : — 

1. That as the amount of claim has been paid by the 
Management, no dispute, in this regard exists. 

2. That in view of the above, this Hon’blc Tribunal is 
prayed to pass ‘No Dispute' Award. 

Sd/’ Illegible. Sd/- M. L. Kashmire 

23-6-1976. General Secretary, 

Indore State Bank of Indore 

Dated the 23rd June, 1976. Karamachari Sangh, 

00, Bakshi Gali, Indore. 


Accepted. 

Sd/- Mohan (In Hindi) 

(Mohan Gangaram) 

Cash Peon, 

Slate Bank of Indore, 

B. O. P. Y. Road, Indore. 

PART OF AWARD 

S N. JOHRI, Presiding Officer 
26-6-1976 


nf fkeft, 12 , Tjnf, 1976 

OTo 2734. — 5TFT trftlfffiFr, 1 952 ( 1952 ?T 35) 
YT ETT7T 5 # ^-tJTTT ( 1 ) STTt KlfapU "FT SETEr TTfl 

jtt, rrwrc, Rif*fr ’WT'afhir stk Tiap m «rt ijw sift 

ftfr$rr 4r ’arur ftffwT % ft n fkprr 'Ftyfr ^ i 

['H?5T EOT p-12025( 5 / 74 -trcr-I (ii 


New Delhi, the 12th July, 1976 

S-O. 2734. — In exercise of the powers conferred bv sub- 
section (1) of section 5 of the Mines Act, 1952, (.35 of 
1952), the Central Government hereby appoints S/Shri 
Dasharath Singh and Raja Ram as Inspector of Mines sub- 
ordinate to the Chief Inspector of Mines. 

[No, A-12025/5/74-M. I(ii)] 
J. C. SAXENA, Under Secy. 

New Delhi, the 13th July, 1976 

S.O. 2735. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal cum Labour Court No. 1, Dhanbad 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Dharmaband Colliery of M/s. BCC 
Ltd, P, O, Malkcra, Distt. Dhanbad and their workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government on the 5-7-76. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD. 

In the matter of a reference under Section 10(1) (d) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 


Reference No. 4 of 1975 

(Ministry's Order No. L-2012/95/74-LRII, Dt. 31-1-1975) 
PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Dharma- 
band Colliery of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal Limited, 
Post Office Malkcra, Diat, Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

PRESENT : 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers— Shri T. P, Choudhury, Advocate. 

For the Workmen — None. 

State : Bihar. 


Industry : Coal. 
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Dhanbad, the 1st July, 1976 
AWARD 

The Central Government, in exercise of the powers confer- 
red by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, referred the following dispute to 
this Tribunal for adjudication. 

“Is the action of the management of Dharmaband Colliery 
of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal Limited, Post Office 
Malkcra, District Dhanbad in refusing to allow Shri 
Chhota Mian, Miner to resume his duty with effect 
from the 20th June, 1973 justified 7 If not, to what 
relief is the. workman entitled ?” 

2. The reference was made on January 31, 1975, but some 
three and a half months earlier, on October 10, 1974 to be 
precise, Messrs Bharat Coking Coal Limited and the Vice 
President, Bihar Colliery Kamgar Union, had patched up 
their differences on the basis of a mutual settlement (Annexure 
I). They filed Anncxure-T before the Tribunal on June 28, 
1976 along with a joint petition praying that the Tribunal 
should give its award in terms of Annexure-t, The joint 
petition states that the settlement arrived at between them, 
has already been implemented also, and no matter is any 
longer in dispute. 

3. In these circumstances, the award is given in terms of 
the settlement (Annexure I), which shall form part of the 
award. 

|K. B. SRIVASTAVA, Presiding Officer 
[F. No. L2012/95/74-LR II/D IH A1 
S, H. S- IYER, Section Officer. 


ANNEXURE- 1 


Memorandum of settlement arrived at between the Sub- 
Area Manager for the Management of Bharat Cok- 
ing Coal Ltd., Dharmaband Sub-Area-IV and the 
Bihar Colliery Kamgar Union over alleged illegal 
and arbitrary refusal of work to Sri Chhutu Mian, 
Miner of Dharmaband Colliery from 20-6-74. 

The Vice-President, Bihar Colliery Kamgar Union raised an 
Industrial Dispute before the A.L.C. (C) regarding alleged 
illegal and arbitrary refusal of work to Sri Chhutu Mian, 
Miner from 20-6-74. The conciliation ended in a failure. 
After some time Sri Rajnandan Singh again represented to 
reconsider the employment of Sri Chhutu Mian. After long 
discussion between the Union and the Sub-Area Manager, 
the dispute was mutually settled. 

TERMS OF THE SETTLEMENT 

1. Tt was agreed that Sri Chhutu Mian would be given em- 
ployment in Dharmaband Colliery in his original job from 
the day he reports for duty. 

2. That Sir Chhutu Mian would report for his duties 
immediately but not later than 19th October. 1974. 


fnenil fqVn+i fflftnruin 

6^ RiecA, 2 4 'jJvi I 197 6 

VT°3TT° 2736. — ftSvFI riTO niff, 1957 ^ up;', 11 

(l957 tfo 61 ) Sr JPrrira : 

nmtSRT ^TT iff TRft I ftr:— 

('I) TW< ff 1957( 1957 

4° Gl) 4T URI 9 ifft TTOKT (2) % igTpfa ofM 
41-14 (fwt: yr), 41 - 15 (fonk qkr) twr iff - 19 
(nrar cttt) afFnr Wprna: wi vt *sfl$f4 m 
■FT iff | I 

(4t) Ttrot ^rrtfnfriPr fa4l 4 rmr: 11.00 4 

3.00 w bt fwrit fVnrr JtTfhvFH % vrukro, fnvrtr 

41 -II*, 1 dpfl M ffllT, tJtPT 41 4 HI STtVtFT, f'ttPW 

t fwvfl - 1 4 si 1 S' < thlifu hritm fw-t vt 

WlMT ffHT KT TTnl | t 

[4° 4 ( 30 ) 1 66-nn , °41°] 

JOT TJX 9il4m, hFta 

DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 24th July, 1976 

SkO. 2736. — Notice under Section II of the Delhi Develop- 
ment Act, 1957 (No. 61 of 1957): 

Notice ft hereby given that : — 

(a) The Central Government have, under Sub-section (2) 
of Section 9 of the Delhi Development Act, 1957 
(No. 61 of 1957), approved the zonal development 
plan for zones C-14 (Timarpur),, C-15 (Kingsway 
Camp) and C-I9 (Model Town). 

(b) A copy of the plan as approved may be inspected at 

the office of the Delhi Development Authority, 
Vikas Minar, 11th Floor, Master Plan Section, 
Indraprastha Estate, New Delhi-110001, between the 
horns of 11.00 a.m. and 3.00 p.m. on all working 
days. 

INo. F. 4 (30)/66-Mp] 
H. N. FOTEDAR, Secy. 

(tnw 4V tftnr fhRpr 
(ttxw qw) 
armt 


3. That the period from 20-6-74 till the date of resumption 
of his duties would be treated as leave without pay. 


Signature of the representative 
of the Workmen. 

1. Sd/- Rajnandan Singh 

2. Sd/- ILLEGIBLE 
Secretary, Bihar 
Colliery Kamgar Union 

WITNESSES: — 


Signature of the 
representative 
of the Management. 


1. S. M. Koley, SAM 

2 . 


1. Sd/- S. S. Mitra 

2. Sd/- Haroo Bouri. 


17 1976 

FTTOT 

VTo 3TT o 2737. — <TR4k SHTOT wfsrfOTR', ib 99 (lfi99 qn 
2 ) Tl STO 9 vt OTWKT ( l) % SET (tsr) JRT ITTO STfaOTT VT 

ot>i jit, tor h?i ttot forik 
vt, otr fqpBi iro fvtr ark v(4 yv qr/k 
etfira hot % ^ Ft Jr TOrrcfi qy hum xa spam 

hit f3|Tt hot 41 thth oth hot Hnfiti ottot 
vt tram t, . *) ^1 vym vtfa ^ 1 

[4° 3s/76-fifkt/tto rfo 47 1 / 40 / 7 G -wrim|?» -II] 
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MINISTRY OF FINANCE 

(Department of Revenue & Banking) 

(Revenue Wing) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 17th July, 1976 

STAMPS 

S.O. 2737.— In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(b) of sub-section (1) of section 9 of the Indian Stamp Act, 
1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government hereby permits the 
Maharashtra State Financial Corporation, Bombay, to pay 
consolidated stamp duty of one lakh, twenty-three thousand 
seven hundred and fifty rupees only, chargeable on account 
of the stamp duty on bonds in the form of debentures of the 
face value of one crore and sixty-five lakhs of rupees issued 
by the said Corporation. 

(No. 35/76-Stamps — -F. No. 471/40/76-Cus. VIII 

anwr 

vto ®n° 2 7 3s — tnTTfntimrJrftifinm', 18 99 ( 2 ) 
ft urn 9 tt guttm ( 1 ) % ar”* (t) arcr tpm vrfrmtf vr 
sprPr 'nrft jrr, fcamr nwrt, ujtrrmj: xflirtfw farm fmm, 
Tt, fFtn Ttrr ^rrff Put afar afar tffa qtTrT rrarTtft stro 
ttmf wfer n fn % fainff % w u mm tt tarm ^ ma 
5 pmf aft tw wsrtff ?Trn: tmt »fV Tam wr UT?r*mfo*r mm 
ijw tt famr w xr^jrr 1 1 

Iffo 36/7 6-?ST«T — Tto tfo 47l/4l/76TfhTTlJWr-VII] 

xfto 139 fafax 

ORDER 

S.O. 2738 — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(b) of sub-section (1) of section 9 of the Indian Stamp Act, 
1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government hereby permits the 
Maharashtra Industrial Development Corporation, Bombay, 
to pay consolidated stamp duty of two lakhs, eighty-eight 
thousand seven hundred and fifty rupees only, chargeable on 
account of the stamp duty on bonds in the form of debentures 
of the face value of three crores, eighty-five lakhs of rupees 
issued by the said Corporation. 

[No. 36/76-Stamps— F. No. 471/41/76-Cus. Vllt 

O. P. MEHRA, Dy. Secy. 


afVr 3TRTTR RSIW4I 

jrf ftwf), 16 'SJtTpf, 1976 

wf° «rr» 2739 . — jj;w ftppft fmr>r 45 % 

% fr, trmrf) fmmr ptft orafar Jf trrtrnyr , jsr) 
Fmnr, 1 963 Sr eftr fatfartT 5far % far faRfafaff ffanr mi) 
& *wfeu—- 

1 . ( t) m ffanfr *tt mtt trro 0 faro mrr sirot (firaV 
*r ttnrrmr ^tr) upfa wifnnr fern, 1979 1 1 

( 2) $ TPPTW *1 5TTDPT ft Mft* 5fr 8TtT jfif I 

50 GI/76 — 6 


2 . ^rrrrfl' farm wrn xirmr (fepf) fr fmmyr ^r) ffanr, 

196 3 if, ffatU 317-tJ-M it, — 

(t) fim ( 1 ) %, 

(l) isGs (i) % fXfFT fu**ifaR«a Tffll SiTtprr, 

"(i) ufifaT xtfimfwJ >pt fmTfifa nfm faintnfm 

xflx xtftmMr % fan nm-fw; 

xfk;” 

(ii) famfaftrr *rt T sffar Mfan, Wra[: — ■ 

wiefarn — uni (i) *f, — 

(m) "famrfjm tr%rT mffaFTft” it faff fatfaT xtftmfl 

fafiTT fm? Xlffam if sfrr 9ft tufa ifa 

it mTfw m it tw nriff gf $; 

(a) "n fam ln n ffiwr srfsmrfT ft n?f) n%rr nfsRitft 
tlfaSn I, ft fm%t irf?ttr xrfwrft 1 1” 

[ttlotfi 12033(4)/76-4)fa-II] 


MINISTRY OF WORKS & HOUSING 
New Delhi, the 7 6 th July, 1976 

S.O. 2739. — In pursuance of the provisions of rule 45 of 
the Fundamental Rules, the President hereby makes the 
following rules further to amend the Allotment of Govern- 
ment Residences (General Pool in Delhi) Rules, 1963, 
namely : — 


1. (1) These rules may be called the Allotment of Govern- 
ment Residences (General Pool in Delhi) Third Amendment 
Rules, 1976 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their pub- 
lication in the Official Gazette. 


2. In the Allotment of Government Residences (General 
Pool in Delhi) Rules, 1963, in Supplementary Rule 317-B-8, — 

(n) in sub-rale ( 1 ), — 

(i) for clause (i), the following clause shall be 
substituted, namely — 

“(i) Lady Officers Pools separately for married lady 
officers and for single lady officers; and 

(ii) The following Explanation shall be inserted at the 

end, namely : — 

"EXPLANATION : In clause (i),— 

(a) "married lady officer” means a lady officer 
whose marriage is subsisting and who is not 
judicially separated from her husband; 

(b) “Single lady officer” means a lady officer who 
is not a married lady officer.” 

(b) in sub-rule (4), in clause (a), for the words "Lady 
Officers Pool”, the words "Lady Officers Pools” 
shall be substituted. 

t, ' \ v - i -“'J' * 

[F. No. 12033 (4)/76-Pol. II] 
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*T° 2740 — fluff'd, form! % Pm 4 5«P^nFtfT 

^ if, RTRirrt fww m (ftwft *r <jw) 
fm, 1963 *f tfofttnr wof % fop* f-fHp T fad fm mr 
% w«rf?[ — 

1. ( i) fmt m (Wit forara ?«rm hiajt (fimfr 

it sram 'jw) ?mtw fwr, 1976 1 1 

( 2 ) if tch'W if smwffi *r urfrar «r stftr fw i 

2. wuirft f=wu sttrett (fcssrf t Rraim <j?r) fmr, 

1963 if, 'RiJ'JTTT, Pm 317-«-20 if, 3 <rfm ( 2 ) % qT^Tf; 

PmrfePnr : aqPm swwrftH fowi ssifhtt, ;-- 

''(2*) Pnr’fr if fowl *ft % ^tir *ff, 

(») tiPS wfirtiirf, fttipP tt fom% frwr % fo.4t w % 
^trfVimtfPr tit^ qtiPT & ^Sf titfci fmr t*nT m 
, rtf*) *rr ti^mf if ir fotfr tr fttfi 
«ti wrfira jfr trw mgsrPR ^ mi ur foretfi 
$nr; 

(%) t?PS tiftwKf sir srtrtor Pwrt wit ut gtittifTw 
mri ri ttFurai if % frtfi »t *Rfor 
vm, Pt^tT forcfotfznr % frtf) wt i wfowi- 
tffo terf >m?r t, «t.?wt rt 3 % forerff r# 

$RT 1 

Wwffotyw:--rTW OTfm if “uro” T.T nft £, rMpj^ 

Pm 3 1 7 -tr- 3 if fan inrr 1 1 ” 

[«tSTo Ro 12033 ( 8 )/ 76 - 4 ffoU] 
^tprrr sfhjff , 4<^td qforq 


S.O. 2740. — In pursuance of the provisions of jule 45 of 
the Fundamental Rules, the President hereby makes the 
following rules, further to amend the Allotment of Govern- 
ment Residences (General Pool in Delhi) Rules, 1963, 
namely : 


1. (1) These rules may be called the Allotment of Govern- 
ment Residences (General Pool in Delhi) Fourth Amend- 
ment Rules, 1976, 


(2) They shall come into force on the date of their pub- 
lication in the Official Gazette. 

2, In the Allotment of Government Residences (General 
Pool in Delhi) Rules, 1963, in Supplementary Rule 317-B- 
20, after sub-rule (2), the following sub-rule shall be inserted, 
namely : — 

“(2A) Notwithstanding anything contained in these 
rules, — - 

(a) no officer, who or any member of whose family 

owns a house, shall share with or sublet to, any 
person the residence allotted to him or any of the 
out-houses, garages or stables appurtenant there- 
to; 

(b) no officer shall share with, or sublet to, any per- 

son who or any member of whose family owns a 
house, the residence allotted to such officer or any 
of the out-houses, garages or stables appurtenant 
thereto. 

EXPLANATION: In this sub-rule “house” shall have the 
same meaning as in Supplementary Rule 
317-B-3”. 

[F. No. 12033 (8)/76-Pol.Hl 
S. CHAUDHURY, Joint Secy. 
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